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Report  of  the  Joint  Ad  Hoc  Committee  on 
Government  Statistics 

August  20,  1976 


Introduction  and  Recommendations 

Professional  data  collectors  and  data  users  are  keen¬ 
ly  aware  of  the  need  for  a  vigorous  and  healthy  Federal 
statistical  system.  Such  a  system  is  needed  not  only  for 
use  in  Government  programs  and  policymaking,  but 
also  for  the  large  volume  of  social,  economic,  and 
business  research  which  contributes  to  the  Nation’s 
understanding  of  the  economy  and  the  society  in 
which  we  function  and  live. 

In  recent  years,  many  members  of  professional 
groups  have  registered  increasing  concern  about  the 
state  of  the  Federal  statistical  system  and  the  statistics 
which  it  produces.  Concern  has  been  expressed  about : 
(1)  the  performance  of  the  system  in  the  light  of  user 
needs ;  (2)  the  effectiveness  of  its  use  of  funds  and  per¬ 
sonnel  ;  (3)  the  system’s  ability  to  recognize  tasks 
which  can  and  should  be  undertaken  to  meet  emerg¬ 
ing  new  needs;  (4)  the  possibility  of  public  concern 
with  invasions  of  privacy  and  allegations  of  undue 
burdens  imposed  on  the  public  by  Federal  inquiries; 
and  above  all,  (5)  the  necessity  for  maintaining  a  high 
level  of  professional  competence  and  integprity  in  all  of 
the  system’s  operations. 

As  a  result  of  these  growing  concerns,  a  Joint  Ad 
Hoc  Committee  on  Government  Statistics  was  orga¬ 
nized  in  August  1975  to  examine  the  state  of  the 
Federal  statistical  system  and  the  data  which  it  pro¬ 
duces.  The  Committee  consists  of  10  members,  2  each 
from  the  American  Sociological  Association,  the 
American  Statistical  Association,  the  Federal  Statistics 
Users’  Conference,  the  National  Association  of  Busi¬ 
ness  Economists,  and  the  Population  Association  of 
America.  The  Executive  Director  of  the  American  Sta¬ 
tistical  Association  has  met  with  us  ex  officio  and  we 
have  benefited  from  the  participation  of  a  liaison 
member  from  the  American  Public  Health  Associa¬ 
tion. 

The  charge  to  the  Committee  included,  but  was  not 
limited  to,  consideration  of  the  following :  the  efficien¬ 
cy  of  government  statistical  operations;  the  possible 
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value  of  a  statistical  ombudsman;  the  statistical  ac¬ 
tivities  and  programs  of  non -statistical  agencies; 
monitoring ;  the  use  of  inadequate  or  bad  statistics  in 
planning;  the  interpretation  of  statistical  data;  time¬ 
liness  in  reporting;  and  political  intervention  in  sta¬ 
tistical  programs  and  statistical  reporting.  Additional 
areas  for  investigation  were  suggested  by  individual 
Committee  members  and  by  other  interested  profes¬ 
sionals. 

In  the  time  at  its  disptosal  the  Committee  has  not 
been  able  to  deal  in  depth  with  these  topics.  In  the 
eleven  months  since  it  first  met  it  has  defined  a  set  of 
problems  related  to  the  organization  and  conduct  of 
the  Federal  statistical  system  and  has  probed  into  the 
relationship  of  the  professional  associations  to  that 
system.  It  has  focused  its  attention  on : 

(a)  coordination  of  statistical  activities, 

(b)  interrelations  of  legislation  and  statistics, 

(c)  public  access  to  statistical  data, 

(d)  need  for  more  analysis  of  the  statistics  which 
are  produced, 

(e)  use  of  contracts  for  the  collection  and  analysis 
of  statistical  data  and  the  maintenance  of  qual¬ 
ity  in  data  so  gathered, 

(f)  use  and  failure  to  make  effective  use  of  advisory 
committees,  and 

(g)  actions  which  are  to  be  taken  by  professional 
associations  to  provide  more  effective  inputs  for 
the  improvement  of  the  system  and  the  data  it 
produces. 

We  are  mindful  of  the  many  mechanisms  that  exist 
for  bringing  to  bear  in  the  Federal  statistical  programs 
the  methodological  and  subject  matter  expertise  which 
is  found  in  the  scientific  community.  We  have  dealt 
with  them  only  in  relation  to  the  specific  problems  on 
which  we  have  focused. 

We  have  not  endeavored  to  deal  with  the  growing 
concern  over  the  balance  between  the  social  and  eco¬ 
nomic  needs  for  statistical  information  and  the  bur¬ 
dens  and  invasions  of  privacy  that  may  be  involved  in 
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the  collection  of  data.  We  understand  that  these  mat¬ 
ters  are  receiving  intensive  scrutiny  elsewhere  and 
therefore  have  given  only  peripheral  attention  to  them 
in  this  report . 

Our  report  outlines  problems  discussed  by  this  Ck)m- 
mittee  and  presents  recommendations  for  action  in 
each  of  the  areas  of  concern.  The  problems  we  have 
identified  are  not  the  only  ones  deserving  attention, 
but  in  our  judgement  they  are  prominent  among  the 
key  items  at  the  present  time. 

We  are  concerned  that  provision  be  made  for 
follow-up  of  our  recommendations  in  each  of  these 
areas.  For  this  reason,  the  Committee  recommends 
that  it  be  given  time  to  develop  a  plan  and  proposal  for 
arrangements  that  will  provide  follow-through  on  the 
concerns  that  have  been  identified. 

Our  recommendations  in  particular  areas  of  con¬ 
cern  are  as  follows : 

RECOMMENDATION  1  (PLANNING  AND  COORDI¬ 
NATION  OF  FEDERAL  STATISTICS) 

The  Committee  recommends  bringing  the 
capabilities  for  statistical  planning  and  coordination 
into  realistic  accord  with  the  current  volume  and  com¬ 
plexity  of  Federal  statistical  activities.  Substantial  in¬ 
creases  in  the  number  and  professional  level  of  person¬ 
nel  devoted  to  planning,  program  development,  and 
coordination  are  long  overdue.  In  view  of  the  limited 
resources  which  have  been  and  are  devoted  to  these 
functions,  consideration  should  also  be  given  to  alter¬ 
natives  to  current  organizational  arrangements  for 
carrying  out  these  functions. 

Coordination  ,  should  be  strengthened  not  only 
among  the  statistical  agencies  of  the  Federal  govern¬ 
ment,  but  also  between  the  Executive  and  Legislative 
Branches,  and  between  Federal  and  State  and  local 
governmental  statistical  agencies. 

RECOMMENDATION  2  (PUBLIC  ACCESS  TO  STA¬ 
TISTICAL  DATA) 

The  Committee  recommends  that  improved  proce¬ 
dures  be  developed  to  g^ve  the  public  more  adequate 
and  timely  access  to  statistical  data  and  at  a  rea¬ 
sonable  cost. 

RECOMMENDATION  5  (FEDERAL  CONTRACTS  FOR 
STATISTICAL  SERVICES) 

The  Committee  recommends  a  thoroughgoing 
review  of  the  procedures  for  awarding  Federal  con¬ 
tracts  for  statistical  services  to  nongovernmental 
organizations.  The  review  should  include  after-the- 
fact  audits  of  the  quality  of  the  services  provided,  per- 
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formance  in  relation  to  time  and  costs,  and  a  look  into 
comparative  quality  and  costs  of  doing  the  work  in- 
house. 

RECOMMENDATION  4  (NEED  FOR  ANALYSIS) 

The  Committee  recommends  that  the  major 
statistical  agencies  reassess  their  allocation  of  resources 
between  collection  and  processing  of  data  and  analy¬ 
sis,  with  a  view  to  providing  more  adequate  analyses  of 
the  data  that  are  collected.  Throughout  the  Federal 
statistical  system  there  is  also  a  need  for  more  resources 
devoted  to  the  development  and  application  of  statisti¬ 
cal  methodology  in  the  collection,  analysis,  and  pres¬ 
entation  of  statistical  data. 

RECOMMENDATION  5  (ADVISORY  COMMITTEES) 

The  Committee  recommends  that  the  professional 
associations  review  their  roles  in  the  functioning  of  Ad¬ 
visory  Committees  to  Federal  statistical  agencies  with  a 
view  to  providing  more  effective  representation  of  user 
needs  and  greater  recognition  of  the  contributions 
which  the  professional  associations  should  be  making 
to  improving  Federal  statistical  activities  and  prod¬ 
ucts.  The  Federal  agencies  should  develop  methods  for 
making  more  effective  use  of  the  inputs  which  could  be 
provided  by  Advisory  Committees. 

RECOMMENDATION  6  (RECOMMENDATIONS  TO 
SPONSORING  ASSOCIATIONS) 

The  Committee  recommends  that  the  sponsoring 
associations  re-examine  and  improve  their  procedures 
for  monitoring  developments  in  the  Federal  statistical 
system ,  and  undertake  measures  to  bring  to  the  atten  - 
tion  of  the  Congress,  the  Executive  Branch,  knd  the 
public  matters  which  affect  the  quality  of  the  statisti¬ 
cal  product. 

Finally,  in  order  to  move  forward  on  these  recom¬ 
mendations  the  Committee  proposes  the  following : 

RECOMMENDATION  7  (CONTINUATION  OF  THE 
COMMITTEE) 

The  Committee  recommends  that  its  life  be  ex¬ 
tended  to  August  31,  1977,  and  that  it  be  instructed  to 
bring  forward  by  that  date  a  proposal  for  a  thorough 
review  of  the  major  subjects  which  it  has  identified; 
with  suggested  arrangements  for  staffing  and  funding; 
for  cooperation  with  existing  institutions,  such  as  the 
Committee  on  National  Statistics  of  the  National  Re¬ 
search  Council;  or  for  the  establishment  of  a  new 
organ  for  this  purpose. 

The  Committee  should  be  authorized  to  engage 
staff  to  assist  in  carrying  out  this  mission,  provided 
that  the  funding  for  such  staff  can  be  secured. 
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The  Committee  should  also  be  authorized  to  expand 
its  membership  through  the  addition  of  not  more  than 
four  professional  associations. 

1.  Planning  and  Coordination  of  Federal 
Statistics 

RECOMMENDATION  1. 

The  Committee  recommends  bringing  the 
capabilities  for  statistical  planning  and  coordination 
into  realistic  accord  with  the  current  volume  and  com¬ 
plexity  of  Federal  statistical  actixnties.  Substantial  in¬ 
creases  in  the  number  and  professional  level  of  person¬ 
nel  devoted  to  planning,  program  development,  and 
coordination  are  long  overdue.  In  view  of  the  limited 
resources  which  have  been  and  are  devoted  to  these 
functions,  consideration  should  also  be  given  to  alter¬ 
natives  to  current  organizational  arrangements  for 
carrying  out  these  functions. 

Coordination  should  be  strengthened  not  only 
among  the  statistical  agencies  of  the  Federal  govern¬ 


ment,  but  also  between  the  Executive  and  Legislative 
Branches,  and  between  the  Federal  and  State  and 
local  governmental  statistical  agencies. 

The  Federal  Reports  Act  of  1942  and  the  Budget 
and  Accounting  Procedures  Act  of  1950  are  the  basic 
Acts.  They  are  implemented  by  the  Statistical  Policy 
Division  (SPD)  of  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB).  Since  these  laws  were  enacted  there 
has  been  significant  expansion  in  the  statistical  work  of 
the  Federal  Government.  There  has  also  been  other 
legislation  affecting  the  statistical  functioning  of  the 
Federal  Government,  notably  the  Alaska  Pipeline  Act, 
which  transferred  certain  forms  clearance  functions 
from  OMB  to  the  General  Accounting  Office.  In  the 
light  of  developments,  the  purposes  of  the  basic  Acts 
need  to  be  reviewed  and  some  updating  of  legislation 
may  be  required. 

In  the  present  organization  of  the  Federal  govern¬ 
ment,  the  role  of  SPD  is  critical.  A  review  of  the  past 
record  of  SPD  has  made  us  question  the  ability  of  an 
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organization  as  small  as  SPD  to  plan  and  coordinate 
adequately  the  statistical  functions  of  the  Federal 
Government  with  its  current  level  of  resources.  Its 
capacity  to  carry  out  its  appropriate  functions  is  a 
matter  of  great  concern  both  to  the  Government  and 
to  the  private  sector. 

As  alternatives  to  enlarging  and  strengthening  SPD, 
renewed  consideration  should  be  given  to  the  forma¬ 
tion  of  an  effective  statistical  planning  and  coordina¬ 
tion  agency  similar  to  Statistics  Canada  or  the  Central 
Statistical  Office  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Considera¬ 
tion  should  also  be  given  to  a  clear  distribution  of  the 
functions  and  responsibilities  to  several  statistical 
agencies. 

Effective  coordination  should  include  the  following : 

1.  Identification  of  statbtical  needs  and  priorities 
for  Federal  decisionmaking  and  policy,  develop¬ 
ment  and  coordination  of  comprehensive  plans 
and  budgets  to  meet  these  needs,  development 
of  programs  to  ensure  the  important  needs  for 
information  even  though  no  one  agency  has 
clear  responsibility  for  the  data,  and  the  resolu¬ 
tion  of  issues  among  Federal  agencies  relating  to 
ongoing  and  proposed  statistical  activities. 

2.  Development  of  professional  standards  for 
statistical  workers  and  the  statistical  process  and 
product,  promotion  of  the  timely  review  of  con¬ 
cepts  and  procedures  underlying  such  work,  the 
development  and  enforcement  of  rules  promot¬ 
ing  the  integrity  of  Federal  statistics,  and  assur¬ 
ing  the  confidentiality  of  information  about  in¬ 
dividuals  and  firms. 

3 .  Clearance  of  statistical  report  forms . 

4.  Control  of  the  burden  of  response  on  the  public 
for  statistical  purposes,  elimination  of  un¬ 
necessary  intrusion  into  the  lives  of  private 
citizens  and  organizations  and  of  needless 
duplication  of  statbtical  work. 

5.  Promotion  of  methodological,  technological, 
and  organizational  developments  which  can 
benefit  the  entire  system . 

6.  Improvement  of  public  access  to  the  products  of 
the  Federal  statistical  system,  improvement  of 
the  timeliness  of  reports,  and  production  and 
distribution  of  summary  statbtical  publications. 

7.  Review  of  statbtical  requirements  or  obligations 
in  proposed  legislation,  and  liaison  between  the 
Executive  and  Legislative  Branches  on  statistical 
issues. 


8.  Development  of  cooperative  arrangements  be¬ 
tween  State  and  Federal  statistical  policies  and 
activities. 

9.  Representation  of  the  Federal  Government  in 
dealing  with  the  statistical  activities  of  interna¬ 
tional  agencies. 

The  Committee  finds  that  these  functions  are  being 
carried  out  only  in  part  and  that  the  SPD  does  not  now 
have  the  resources  which  would  permit  effective  func¬ 
tioning  at  the  level  we  consider  to  be  essential.  It 
recognizes,  however,  that  in  a  measure  some  of  these 
functions  are  being  performed  by  other  agencies,  es¬ 
pecially  the  Bureau  of  the  Census. 

The  Consolidated  Statbtical  Budget  illustrates  one 
aspect  of  the  problem.  Although  it  covers  the  major 
statistical  agencies,  it  does  not  cover  a  large  number  of 
other  agencies  which  also  produce  statistics  as  such  or 
as  by-products  of  their  adminbtrative  or  other  func¬ 
tions.  Moreover,  the  production  of  the  Consolidated 
Statbtical  Budget  does  not  involve  assignment  of  sta¬ 
tistical  activities  nor  funding  among  agencies,  and  it 
reflects  only  minimal  coordination.  The  statistical 
budgets  of  the  agencies  tend,  in  large  part,  to  be 
developed  without  an  overall  coordinated  plan  for 
Federal  Government  statistics. 

Agencies,  especially  those  which  are  not  considered 
to  be  primarily  statistical  in  nature,  do  not  always 
adhere  to  acceptable  statbtical  standards.  The  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Commission  on  Federal  Statistics  called  atten¬ 
tion  to  thb  problem  in  1971.  Since  then,  the  situation 
has,  if  anything,  deteriorated.  SPD  has  lost  manpower 
with  which  its  monitoring  and  other  functions  could 
be  carried  out. 


Average  Number  of  Employees  in  SPD 


1947  .  .  . 

...  69  . 

.  1967  .  .  . 

....  33 

1952  .  .  . 

...  52  . 

.  1972  .  .  . 

....  35 

1957  .  .  . 

...  37  . 

.  1977  .  .  . 

...  29  * 

1962  ' .  . 

_ 37  . 

'  Beginning  of  calendar  year 

*  Estimated.  Does  not  include  three  additional  OMB  staff 
presently  assigned ;  one  on  loan  from  another  Division  and 
two  employed  as  term  employees. 

(Source:  OMB,  “Questions  Raised  with  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  Based  on  the  Hearings  on  the 
Coordination  of  Statbtics  Held  before  the  Subcommittee  on 
Census  and  Population  on  February  24,  25,  and  26,  1976”.) 

A  major  function  of  the  SPD  is  the  adminbtration  of 
the  Federal  Reports  Act.  This  Act  provides  that  no 
Federal  Agency  shall  conduct  or  sponsor  the  collection 
of  information  on  identical  items  from  ten  or  more 
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persons  unless  it  receives  a  statement  from  the  Director 
of  OMB  that  he  does  not  disapprove  the  proposed  col¬ 
lection  of  the  information.  This  is  the  best  known  and 
most  widely  recognized  function  of  SPD.  It  is  also  the 
most  widely  criticized  function.  The  framers  of  the  Act 
(during  World  War  II)  apparently  believed  that  the 
control  of  statistical  questionnaires  would  provide  an 
effective  means  to  raise  standards  in  Federal  statistical 
programs  and  would  serve  to  reduce  the  burden  of 
paperwork. 

Nevertheless,  the  Congress  has  recently  established  a 
Commission  on  Federal  paperwork— thereby  express¬ 
ing  its  continuing  concern  with  the  reporting  burden 
on  the  public.  It  is  likely  that  the  Commission  will 
find,  as  did  earlier  investigations,  that  the  statistical 
agencies  are  responsible  for  only  a  small  fraction  of  the 
requests  for  information  which  originate  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  government.  Administrative  and  regulatory  agen¬ 
cies  are  responsible  for  the  great  bulk  of  the  demands 
and  requests  for  information,  many  of  which  have 
their  origins  in  Congressional  actions.  Attacks  on  the 
information  gathering  activities  of  the  Federal  govern¬ 
ment  rarely  distinguish  between  data  collection  for 
general  statistical  purposes  and  that  for  administra¬ 
tive  or  regulatory  purposes.  The  recent  Presidential 
Directive  on  the  reduction  of  “reports”  also  failed  to 
make  this  distinction. 

The  Committee  is  also  aware  of  a  number  of  serious 
criticisms  of  the  clearance  function  of  SPD. 

1.  The  entire  process,  including  related  actions 
within  the  agencies,  is  unduly  time  consuming, 
and  delays  seriously  interfere  with  the  efficient 
conduct  of  the  work  of  the  sponsoring  agency  or 
private  organizations  under  contract  to  a  Feder¬ 
al  agency. 

2.  Guidelines  for  the  review  of  proposals  are  not 
generally  consulted  or  understood  by  the  spon¬ 
sors  of  surveys. 

3.  There  is  inadequate  provision  for  review  of  per¬ 
formance  of  statistical  work  done  by  Federal 
agencies  or  on  their  behalf  by  private  organiza¬ 
tions,  following  the  initial  approval  of  the  work 
by  SPD. 

4.  There  has  been  little  opportunity  for  overall 
program  review,  in  contrast  to  specific  project 
review.  The  current  efforts  to  bolster  this  phase 
of  SPD  activities  are  encouraging,  but  need 
strengthening. 

SPD  has  made  only  limited  use  of  its  power  to 
resolve  issues  between  Federal  agencies  in  relation  to 


statistical  activities.  Action  is  needed  to  avoid  duplica¬ 
tion  of  effort  by  making  information  collected  by  one 
agency  available  to  another  which  also  needs  it.  Efforts 
in  this  field  must  deal  with  the  laws  governing  the 
powers  of  agencies  to  maintain  the  confidentiality  of 
individual  data.  Until  there  are  uniform  laws  govern¬ 
ing  the  treatment  of  such  data,  and  the  best  features  of 
existing  laws  are  extended  to  all  agencies,  there  is  only 
limited  opportunity  to  provide  for  transfers  of  data 
under  conditions  which  respect  the  confidentiality  of 
the  information  provided. 

We  are  aware  of  the  fact  that  SPD  has  operated  with 
staffing  levels  far  below  those  which  are  needed  to 
carry  out  the  functions  assigned  to  it.  Some  redefini¬ 
tion  of  functions  may  be  needed  to  permit  the  office  to 
live  within  present  manpower  ceilings  or  alternatively, 
a  reassessment  of  its  personnel  needs  may  be  required 
to  achieve  a  more  effective  carrying  out  of  its  assigned 
functions. 

SPD.  CONGRESS,  AND  THE  COORDINATING 
FUNCTION 

Both  by  virtue  of  its  location  in  OMB  and  its  role  as 
a  central  agency  potentially  aware  of  the  statistical  ac¬ 
tivities  throughout  the  Federal  government,  SPD 
could  be  presumed  to  play  a  major  role  in  the  review  of 
proposed  legislation  having  statistical  requirements  or 
obligations.  It  is  our  information,  however,  that  this 
function  is  performed  only  in  part  and  that  there  is  not 
now  adequate  liaison  to  inform  the  Congress  of  the 
consequences  of  legislation  which  presumes  that  cer¬ 
tain  data  exist  or  can  be  developed  readily. 

Congress  may  assume  that  certain  data  are  available 
when  in  fact  they  are  not.  Congpressional  action  may 
require  the  collection  of  new  or  modified  data  without 
inquiring  whether  that  can  be  done  or  providing  funds 
to  do  it.  In  the  absence  of  prior  consultation  with  the 
appropriate  statistical  agency.  Congressional  action 
may  precipitate  the  preparation  of  estimates  of  dubi¬ 
ous  quality  or  at  inordinate  expense.  There  is  now  no 
adequate  procedure  by  which  the  Congress  can  be  in¬ 
formed  of  the  statistical  implications  of  its  proposed 
actions,  or  of  the  cost  of  producing  adequate  statistics 
to  meet  the  intent  of  the  Congress. 

Amendments  made  on  the  floor  by  Congress  may 
have  serious  consequences  for  statistical  operations.  A 
recent  case  in  point  is  the  Ashbrook  amendment  to  the 
Mid-Decade  Census  bill,  which  would  make  censuses 
voluntary  and  thereby  endanger  the  value  of  the  Cen¬ 
sus  for  many  purposes  required  by  law. 

The  review  of  proposed  legislation  within  the  Elxecu- 
tive  Branch  needs  to  take  into  account  more  fully  the 
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possible  statistical  implications  of  such  legislation. 
Negotiations  with  the  statistical  agenciesJn  advance  of 
legislative  action  can  lead  to  efficient,  and  frequently 
more  satisfactory,  procedures  for  developing  the  statis¬ 
tics  needed  to  carry  out  the  Ck)ngressional  intent. 

Consideration  should  be  given  to  the  possibility  that 
such  a  review  of  proposed  legislation  could  be  under¬ 
taken  by  the  Congress  itself.  Several  possibilities  have 
been  suggested  —  the  Congressional  Budget  Office'  the 
Joint  Economic  Committee,  the  Subcommittee  on 
Census  and  Population  of  the  House  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service  Committee,  or  some  other  organ  of  the 
Congress.  At  present  the  Congress  has  no  adequate 
procedures  for  performing  this  function  and  it  needs 
one.  The  Congress  must  be  made  aware  of  the  time 
and  resources  needed  to  develop  the  data  required  by 
legislative  acts. 

2.  Public  A ccess  to  Statistical  Data 

RECOMMENDATION  2. 

The  Committee  recommends  that  improved  proce¬ 
dures  be  developed  to  give  the  public  more  adequate 
and  timely  access  to  statistical  data,  at  a  reasonable 
cost. 

Present  procedures  for  the  dissemination  of 
statistical  data  by  the  Federal  Government  are  not 
adequate  to  meet  user  needs.  The  mandated  funneling 
through  the  Government  Printing  Office  (GPO)  in¬ 
troduces  delays  which  often  are  critical.  Agencies 
report  frequent  and  long  delays  in  the  printing  and 
mailing  of  reports.  The  price  increases  which  have 
been  instituted  by  the  GPO  in  recent  years  are  far  in 
excess  of  the  increases  in  the  consumer  price  index  and 
the  rises  in  printing  costs.  These  cost  increases  have 
adversely  affected  the  ability  of  many  users— libraries, 
scholars,  small  businesses,  and  others— to  acquire 
needed  data. 

Large  Government  expenditures  to  secure  the  in¬ 
formation  needed  for  economic  and  social  purp>oses 
are  not  efficiently  used  if  there  are  impediments  to  the 
distribution  of  data  through  pricing  policies  and  ex¬ 
tensive  delays  in  release  of  the  data. 

In  the  modem  age  when  much  information  can  be 
transmitted  by  computers,  and  on  tape,  the  Federal 
government  should  be  able  to  transmit  timely  statisti¬ 
cal  data  through  a  network  which  does  not  infringe  on 
the  confidentiality  of  information  relating  to  individ¬ 
uals  or  firms.  The  Canadian  experience  with  the 
CANSIM  program  deserves  careful  study,  as  does  the 


experience  of  Data  Resources  Inc.  (DRI) ,  and  others 
in  the  dissemination  of  U.S.  economic  data. 

There  is  need  for  much  more  rapid  access  to  infor¬ 
mation  that  is  in  the  public  domain,  whether  it  ap¬ 
pears  in  printed  or  other  forms.  Substantial  improve¬ 
ment  is  needed  in  the  provision  of  summary  and 
public -use  data  tapes  which  can  be  made  available  for 
public  use. 

Consideration  should  also  be  given  to  the  prepara¬ 
tion  and  dissemination  of  timely  information  in  the 
form  of  press  releases  which  provide  more  detail  than 
has  normally  been  included  in  such  releases.  In  view  of 
the  delays  and  high  prices  involved  in  printing  and 
distribution  through  the  Government  Printing  Office, 
Federal  statbtical  agencies  should  be  permitted  the 
option  of  contracting  for  the  printing  and  distribution 
of  their  reports  through  other  organizations.  At  pres¬ 
ent,  the  Executive  Branch  agencies  are  unable  to  con¬ 
trol  printing  and  distribution  because  this  is  a  function 
of  the  GPO,  which  is  an  organ  of  the  Legislative 
Branch. 

'  Some  private  users  have  found  it  necessary  to  incur 
additional  costs  by  setting  up  ad  hoc  procedures  for 
getting  timely  access  to  information  issued  by  Federal 
agencies.  This  is  costly  both  to  the  private  users  and  to 
the  agency  which  must  detail  personnel  to  respond  to 
such  requests.  More  adequate  release  procedures 
would  reduce  the  need  for  such  costly  arrangfements. 

The  procedures  for  filling  subscriptions  and  special 
orders  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents  need  sub¬ 
stantial  improvements.  We  are  aware  of  numerous 
complaints  on  this  score.  Moreover,  the  uncertainties 
of  the  Postal  Service  have  further  complicated  matters 
for  users  who  do  not  have  direct  access  to  the  sources  of 
supply  in  Washington. 

There  are  also  many  complaints  of  inferior  composi¬ 
tion  and  printing  by  GPO,  of  failure  to  meet  publica¬ 
tion  schedules,  of  inadequate  handling  of  agency  com¬ 
plaints,  and  of  unsatisfactory  service  to  the  public. 

Following  the  issuance  of  Circular  No.  A -91  by  the 
Budget  Bureau  in  1969,  there  have  been  improve¬ 
ments  in  the  adherence  to  publication  schedules  by  the 
statistical  agencies  that  produce  some  of  the  major 
economic  series.  There  is  room  for  further  improve¬ 
ment  in  this  respect  and  for  extension  of  the  an¬ 
nouncement  of  future  release  dates  to  other  statistical 
fields. 

We  believe  that  there  is  a  need  for  concentrated  ac¬ 
tion  by  the  entire  Federal  statistical  system  to  provide  a 
greatly  improved  information  service  to  the  public. 
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3.  Federal  Contracts  for  Statistical  Services 

RECOMMENDATION  3. 

The  Committee  recommends  a  thoroughgoing 
rex/iew  of  the  procedures  for  awarding  Federal  con¬ 
tracts  for  statistical  services  to  nongovernmental 
organizations.  The  review  should  include  after-the- 
fact  audits  of  the  quality  of  the  services  provided,  per¬ 
formance  in  relation  to  time  and  costs,  and  a  look  into 
the  comparative  quality  and  costs  of  doing  the  work 
in-house. 

Contracts  for  statistical  services  can  provide  data 
and  expertise  which  may  not  be  available  within  the 
agency  which  has  a  need  for  the  data.  This  applies 
particularly  to  studies  for  which  a  private  agency  may 
have  especially  ready  access  to  sources  of  data.  There 
may  also  be  situations  in  which  a  study  done  by  a  pri¬ 
vate  agency  would  have  more  ready  acceptance  by  the 
public  than  if  it  had  been  done  by  an  agency  of  the 
Government.  There  have,  however,  been  instances  in 
which  contracts  and  grants  have  been  used  as  a  device 
to  get  around  personnel  ceilings  which  prevented  the 
agency  staff  from  carrying  on  the  work. 

Problems  with  current  practices  relating  to  work 
done  by  nongovernmental  organizations  on  behalf  of 
the  Federal  Government  include  the  following : 

1.  The  Government  agency  may  have  little  or  no 
in-house  capability  and,  thus,  cannot  do  an  ade¬ 
quate  job  of  developing  specifications,  evaluat¬ 
ing  bids,  and  supervising  the  execution  of  the 
contract. 

2.  There  are  no  adequate  standards  for  qualifying 
some  contractors  and  disqualifying  others  in  the 
light  of  their  capability  to  produce  survey  or 
study  results  which  meet  acceptable  standards  of 
statistical  quality. 

3.  The  practice  of  favoring  the  low  bidder  may  be 
counterproductive,  especially  if  there  is  no  ade¬ 
quate  in-house  capability  to  evaluate  the  quality 
of  work  which  the  contractor  provides. 

4.  Contractors  may  lack  statistical  staffs  themselves 
and  therefore  subcontract  an  essential  part  of 
the  project,  thus  further  removing  control  over 
the  execution  of  the  project. 

5.  Well -qualified  contractors  may  have  so  many 
projects  going  at  one  time  that  top  personnel 
cannot  provide  adequate  attention  to  a  particu¬ 
lar  one  and,  thus,  the  work  is  in  fact  assigned  to 
relatively  inexperienced  personnel. 


6.  The  contractor  may  not  be  in  a  position  to 
develop  the  policy  implications  of  a  project.  The 
agency  staff  may  lack  the  statistical  skilb  needed 
for  a  full  evaluation  and  thereby  be  inadequate¬ 
ly  equipped  to  make  the  most  effective  use  of  the 
product. 

The  General  Accounting  Office  has  recently  criti¬ 
cized  the  contracting  procedures  used  by  the  Federal 
Government  and  recommended  some  improvements. 
We  believe  that  special  attention  should  be  given  also 
to  the  need  for  adequate  statistical  quality  in  contract 
work. 

The  findings  of  after-the-fact  reviews  of  the  quality 
of  work  done  under  contracts  for  statistical  activities 
should  be  made  available  to  interested  Government 
agencies.  Such  reviews  are  generally  lacking  in  the 
Federal  statistical  system.  They  would  be  valuable  in 
relation  to  the  work  done  by  Government  agencies  as 
well  as  that  done  on  their  behalf  by  nongovernmental 
organizations. 

4.  Need  for  Analysis 

RECOMMENDATION  4 

The  Committee  recommends  that  the  major 
statistical  agencies  reassess  their  allocation  of  resources 
between  collection  and  processing  of  data  and  analy¬ 
sis,  with  a  view  to  providing  more  adequate  analyses  of 
the  data  that  are  collected. 

Throughout  the  Federal  statistical  system  there  is 
also  a  need  for  more  resources  devoted  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  and  application  of  statistical  methodology  in  the 
collection,  analysis,  and  presentation  of  statistical  data. 

The  production  of  statistics  and  the  analysis  of  sta¬ 
tistics  must  be  closely  coordinated.  The  analyst  needs 
to  know  how  the  data  were  collected  and  what  steps 
were  taken  in  processing.  The  producer  of  statistics 
must  know  the  purposes  of  the  data  collection,  and  the 
effects  which  alternative  procedures  in  collection  and 
processing  might  have  on  the  quality  of  the  data. 

The  Committee  believes  that  there  is  an  imbalance 
in  the  Federal  statistical  system  in  that  not  enough 
resources  are  being  devoted  to  analysis,  as  distinct 
from  collection  of  the  data.  We  are  less  concerned 
with  precise  organizational  arrangements  than  with 
problems  arising  from  the  mutual  isolation  of  the 
staffs  concerned  with  collection  and  analysis  of  the 
data. 

Each  agency  producing  statistics  should  have  a  well 
developed  and  trained  staff  engaged  in  research  on 
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conceptual  issues  in  statistical  measurement  within  the 
areas  of  its  responsibility.  There  is  need  also  for  con¬ 
ceptual  and  developmental  research  which  is  required 
for  any  new  statistical  measures.  The  behavior  of  sta¬ 
tistical  data  should  be  the  subject  of  continuous 
scrutiny,  describing  what  is  actually  happening,  ex¬ 
plaining  relationships,  and  developing  the  connections 
with  related  statistical  series  and  other  factors.  Such 
substantive  analyses  must  be  objective  and  impartial. 
Statistical  analysts  should  not  be  responsible  for 
evaluating  the  wisdom  or  desirability  of  particular 
programs  or  policies. 

Certain  technical  methodological  issues  such  as  de¬ 
velopment  of  and  agreement  upon  seasonal  adjust¬ 
ments  and  deflation  factors  may  best  be  handled 
through  interagency  coordination  rather  than  through 
competing  and  confusing  agency  systems.  There  is  an 
important  job  to  be  done  in  facilitating  this  type  of 
communication  and  coordination. 

There  is  need  for  more  standardization  of  concepts 
and  procedures.  This  would  facilitate  the  combined 
use  of  data  for  research  purposes,  even  though  they 
originated  from  a  variety  of  sources. 

Although  some  of  the  agencies  of  the  Federal 
statistical  system  have  devoted  considerable  attention 
to  the  methodological  problems  involved  in  the  collec¬ 
tion  and  processing  of  statistical  data,  there  has  been 
far  too  little  investment  in  information  technology 
having  statistical  applications.  Research  in  these  mat¬ 
ters  continues  to  be  scattered  and  inadequate,  with  the 
consequence  that  too  little  is  known  about  possible 
means  of  reducing  variance  and  errors  to  which 
statistical  data  are  subject. 

Consideration  should  be  given  to  means  whereby 
agencies  which  do  not  have  major  statistical  programs 
can  be  provided  with  guidance  in  problems  of  statisti¬ 
cal  measurement  and  analysis.  The  major  statistical 
agencies  are  devoting  resources  to  such  problems.  But 
some  of  the  other  agencies  which  also  produce  statis¬ 
tics,  often  as  a  by-product  of  regulatory  activity,  do 
not  have  staff  for  this  function,  though  it  is  essential  to 
their  work.  A  serious  gap  in  the  statistical  system  at 
present  is  the  absence  of  arrangements  for  providing 
this  service. 

The  collection  of  statistical  data  which  does  not 
result  in  tabulation,  analysis,  and  publication  is  ob¬ 
viously  a  waste  of  resources.  Clearly,  at  the  time  of 
clearance  SPD  should  be  informed  about  plans  for 
tabulation  and  issuance  of  the  results.  SPD  should 
have  a  follow-up  procedure  to  determine  if  and  why 
such  plans  are  not  carried  out  in  those  instances  in 
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which  this  occurs.  Situations  in  which  periodic  data 
collection  interferes  with  the  tabulation  and  analysis  of 
data  which  have  already  been  collected  have  also  come 
to  our  attention.  They  reflect  the  imbalance  in  the 
allocation  of  resources  which  is  one  of  the  concerns  of 
this  Committee. 

5.  Advisory  Committees 

RECOMMENDATION  5. 

The  Committee  recommends  that  the  professional 
associations  review  their  roles  in  the  functioning  of  ad¬ 
visory  committees  to  Federal  statistical  agencies  with  a 
view  to  providing  more  effective  representation  of  user 
needs  and  greater  recognition  of  the  contributions 
which  the  professional  associations  should  be  making 
to  improving  Federal  statistical  activities  and  prod¬ 
ucts.  The  Federal  agencies  should  develop  methods  for 
making  more  effective  use  of  the  inputs  which  could  be 
provided  by  advisory  committees. 

Criteria  for  the  selection  of  members  for  advisory 
committees  to  statistical  agencies  and  the  manner  of 
making  appointments  to  these  committees  vary  widely, 
as  do  practices  in  relation  to  establishing  agenda  items 
for  meetings.  Generally  there  is  inadequate  contact 
between  the  members  of  an  advisory  committee  and 
the  parent  organization  and  few,  if  any,  procedures  by 
which  views  of  the  association  members  can  be  chan¬ 
neled  to  the  statistical  agencies.  There  is  need  for 
gpreater  flexibility  in  committee  structure  and  tenure  to 
take  into  account  varying  requirements  and  to  provide 
more  effective  means  of  securing  the  independent 
views  which  the  committees  are  intended  to  provide. 
Advisory  committees  on  policy  can  be  especially  help¬ 
ful,  if  prop>erly  used,  in  providing  links  among  the 
public,  the  professional  associations,  and  the  govern¬ 
ment  agencies. 

As  the  President's  Commission  on  Federal  Statistics 
pointed  out  in  its  report,  “To  get  the  most  out  of 
modern  statistics,  however,  requires  that  users  be 
brought  more  explicitly  into  the  coordination  process. 
Basically,  producers’  activities  cannot  be  coordinated 
meaningfully  in  the  absence  of  an  understanding  of 
the  needs  of  the  users.” 

Technical  advisory  committees  perform  a  valuable 
service  to  the  respective  agencies,  not  only  through  the 
advice  which  they  give,  but  also  through  the  fact  that 
they  frequently  stimulate  the  preparation  of  useful 
reviews  of  agencies’  practices,  products,  and  problems. 
The  announced  date  of  a  committee  meeting  often  is 
effective  in  bringing  such  reviews  and  reports  to  con¬ 
clusion.  Furthermore,  technical  advisory  committees 
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often  bring  expert  knowledge  to  government  agencies 
when  it  is  not  feasible  for  the  agencies  to  employ  such 
experts  as  staff  members.  However,  the  advisory  com¬ 
mittee  system  frequently  fails  to  be  as  effective  as  it 
should  be. 

There  is  insufficient  provision  for  interaction  be¬ 
tween  the  individuals  serving  on  advisory  committees 
and  the  membership  of  the  association.  Such  interac¬ 
tion  should  convey  information  concerning  key  devel¬ 
opments  to  the  members  of  the  association  and  should 
provide  a  means  for  bringing  to  the  attention  of  the 
statistical  agencies  the  concerns  of  the  profession. 

Difficulties  arise  because  of  regulations  of  the 
Federal  government  which  effectively  preclude  execu¬ 
tive  meetings  of  such  committees.  In  some  instances 
the  committee  has  little  control  over  the  agenda  and 
there  are  reports  that  some  meetings  are  essentially 
“show  and  tell”  sessions  by  Government  personnel  with 
little  opportunity  for  effective  input  by  the  members  of 
the  committee.  Infrequent  meetings,  short-term  serv¬ 
ice,  and  lack  of  provision  for  subcommittees  to  carry 
out  specific  tasks  often  reduce  the  potential  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  advisory  committees. 

Both  the  professional  associations  and  the  Federal 
statistical  agencies  would  benefit  from  a  review  of  the 
functioning  of  advisory  committees  and  consideration 
of  measures  which  would  make  such  committees  more 
effective  than  some  of  them  are. 

6.  Recommendations  to  Sponsoring 
Associations 

RECOMMENDATION  6. 

The  Committee  recommends  that  the  sponsoring 
associations  re-examine  and  improve  their  procedures 
for  monitoring  developments  in  the  Federal  statistical 
system,  and  undertake  measures  to  bring  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Congress,  the  Executive  Branch,  and  the 
public  matters  which  affect  the  quality  of  the  statis¬ 
tical  product. 

The  associations  have  a  stake  not  only  in  the  data 
relating  to  the  special  subject  matter  interests  of  their 
members,  but  also  in  the  whole  field  of  statistical 
policy  and  practices  as  they  relate  to  Federal,  State, 
and  local  governments.  The  associations  have  an  in¬ 
terest  in  the  quantity,  quality,  and  timeliness  of  much 
of  the  data  which  Federal  agencies  produce.  Moreover, 
their  members  possess  the  expertise  to  analyze  the  data 
and  to  provide  continuing  evaluations  of  the  data. 

The  associations  should  address  themselves  with 
particular  urgency  to  the  making  of  periodic  reviews  of 
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the  concepts  underlying  regular  statistical  series  and  of 
the  adjustments  that  are  made,  when  needed,  to  deal 
with  new  or  changed  situations.  Truth  in  labeling  is  as 
important  in  statistics  as  in  retailing.  Needed  reviews 
have  not  been  done  systematically,  though  occasional¬ 
ly  analysts  have  pointed  out  that  one  or  another  statis¬ 
tical  series  is  out  of  date  or  is  no  longer  serving  the 
needs  which  it  once  served.  This  could  lead  to  impor¬ 
tant  improvements.  The  professional  associations 
should  be  leaders  in  calling  for  periodic  outside  profes¬ 
sional  review  of  key  statistical  series,  such  as  the 
reviews  of  the  employment  and  unemployment  statis¬ 
tics  by  the  Gordon  Committee,  price  statistics  by  the 
Stigler  Committee,  and  inventory  statistics  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Bureau  of  Economic  Research. 

Statistical  information  is  part  of  the  general 
background  against  which  administrative  decisions  are 
made.  That  general  background  may  be  erroneous 
because  statistics  were  badly  presented,  were  of  low 
quality,  did  not  represent  the  later  available  informa¬ 
tion,  or  were  not  reasonably  related  to  the  purported 
content.  In  those  case^,  the  analyst  has  not  fully  made 
his  contribution.  Some  of  the  myths  which  are  preva¬ 
lent  in  public  discussions  could  be  clarified  by  giving 
more  attention  to  the  definitions  underlying  statistical 
data  and  by  providing  sufficient  details  to  test  alter¬ 
native  definitions. 

As  noted  above,  the  associations  should  consider 
how  the  input  of  their  representation  in  the  statistical 
advisory  committees  might  be  broadened  and 
strengthened,  how  these  representatives  might  best  be 
informed  of  the  needs  of  the  profession,  and  how  they 
can  effectively  bring  information  back  to  the  associa¬ 
tion. 

There  is  a  need  for  more  initiative  on  the  part  of  the 
professional  associations  to  inform  their  members  con¬ 
cerning  leg^lative  and  administrative  developments 
which  affect  the  statistical  programs.  The  Federal 
Statistics  Users’  Conference  (FSUC)  in  which  some  of 
the  associations  hold  membership,  provides,  through 
the  FSUC  Newsletter  and  Special  Reports,  informa¬ 
tion  on  developments  in  the  Congress  and  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Branch  which  bear  on  the  statistical  programs. 
The  Statistical  Reporter,  issued  by  SPD,  also  provides 
important  information.  FSUC  has  surveyed  its  mem¬ 
bers  on  pending  matters  and  brought  the  results  to  the 
attention  of  the  appropriate  bodies.  It  has  also  urged 
its  members  to  bring  their  individual  views  to  members 
of  the  Congress  and  to  the  relevant  Federal  agencies. 

The  associations  have  tended  to  be  reticent  about 
taking  public  positions  regarding  actions  pending  in 
the  Congress.  There  is  some  fear  that  such  actions 
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might  be  viewed  as  lobbying  and  thus  jeopardize  their 
tax-exempt  status.  This  is  understandable,  but  we 
recommend  that  the  position  be  reviewed., There  is  no 
law  which  requires  tax-exempt  organizations  to  be 
oblivious  to  issues  being  considered  by  the  Congress. 
Moreover,  members,  in  their  individual  capacities,  are 
free  to  contact  their  Senators  and  Representatives  in 
the  Congress  and  to  bring  to  their  attention  the  signif¬ 
icance  of  pending  actions.  The  matters  which  are  of 
concern  to  statisticians  and  other  users  of  statistics  nor¬ 
mally  do  not  generate  much  interest  or  controversy. 
They  frequently  are  moved  forward  through  the  Con¬ 
gressional  process  with  little  or  no  indication  to 
members  of  the  Congress  that  informed  persons  in 
their  constituency  have  interests  and  views  relating  to 
them.  Association  newsletters  and  other  communica¬ 
tions  should  regularly  supply  news  of  pending  actions 
and  suggest  that  members  convey  their  views  pro  or 
con  to  their  representatives  in  the  Congress.  If  there 
are  doubts,  it  would  be  appropriate  to  seek  legal  guid¬ 
ance  on  what  actions  may  be  taken  in  the  light  of  tax 
legislation. 

7.  Conclusion  —  What  Next? 

The  concerns  we  have  stated  are  not  new  nor  are 
they  the  only  important  ones ;  they  are  ones  which  an 
ad  hoc  group  representing  our  professional  associa¬ 
tions  found  suited  to  its  composition  and  mandate, 
and  not  likely  to  duplicate  other  inquiries  now  going 
forward.  There  is  clearly  much  more  that  merits  atten¬ 
tion,  but  there  is  also  a  need  to  focus  our  own  attention 
and  that  of  the  associations  we  were  chosen  to  repre¬ 
sent.  The  problems  on  which  we  have  focused  pertain 
primarily  to  the  structure  and  conduct  of  the  system 
which  produces  the  variety  of  statistics  used  in  our 
several  disciplines,  and  the  relationships  of  our  profes¬ 
sional  associations  to  that  system . 

As  an  ad  hoc  group  we  cannot  solve  the  problems  we 
have  identified.  What  we  can  do,  and  we  request  time 


to  do,  is  to  plan  and  prepare  a  funding  proposal  for  ar¬ 
rangements  that  will  (1)  provide  for  more  thorough 
examination  of  these  problems  than  we  have  been  able 
to  conduct;  and  (2)  provide  follow-through  on  the 
concerns  we  have  identified  and  the  recommendations 
we  have  presented.  Such  a  plan  would,  to  the  extent 
possible,  rely  on  existing  organizations  rather  than 
propose  new  ones. 

Having  met  six  times  between  Aug^t  1975  and  July 
1976  to  define  our  concerns  and  prepare  this  report, 
several  of  us  would  prefer  to  issue  it  and  be  honorably 
discharged.  The  Committee  is  persuaded,  however, 
that  if  we  do  not  take  a  hand  in  planning  and  en¬ 
couraging  the  follow-through  activities  called  for  in 
our  recommendations,  the  risk  is  unacceptably  high 
that  the  follow-through  on  this  report  will  be  inade¬ 
quate.  The  fact  that  much  that  we  have  said  has  been 
said  before  and  has  not  had  adequate  follow-through 
lends  support  to  this  view.  What  happens  next  de¬ 
pends  on  our  associations’  resf>onse  to  this  report,  par¬ 
ticularly  to  our  recommendation  for  continuation  of 
the  Committee. 

RECOMMENDATION  7 

The  Committee  recommends  that  its  life  be  ex¬ 
tended  to  August  31,  1977,  and  that  it  be  instructed  to 
bring  forward  by  that  data  a  proposal  for  a  thorough 
review  of  the  major  subjects  which  it  has  identified; 
with  suggested  arrangements  for  staffing  and  funding; 
for  cooperation  with  existing  institutions,  such  as  the 
Committee  on  National  Statistics  of  the  National  Re¬ 
search  Council;  or  for  the  establishment  of  a  new 
organ  for  this  purpose. 

The  Committee  should  be  authorized  to  engage 
staff  to  assist  in  carrying  out  this  mission,  prox/ided 
that  the  funding  for  such  staff  can  be  secured. 

The  Committee  should  also  be  authorized  to  expand 
its  membership  through  the  addition  of  not  more  than 
four  professional  associations. 
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Section  I— The  Nature  of  The  Plan 


EDITOR’S  Note 

In  previous  issues  of  Statistical  Reporter  (see  Footnote  1 
below) ,  there  have  been  several  discussions  of  the  planning 
process  associated  with  preparing  A  Framework  for  Plan¬ 
ning  U.S.  Federal  Statistics,  19784989.  The  text  of  the  plan 
will  be  reviewed  and  revised  by  statistical  agencies  during 
the  balance  of  this  year.  A  revised  draft  will  be  the  subject  of 
public  review  and  comment  during  1977. 

Selected  drafts  of  various  sections  of  the  Framework  will 
appear  in  Statistical  Reporter  during  the  coming  months. 
While  preliminary  in  nature,  these  drafts  will  be  published 
in  order  to  facilitate  wide  review  of  these  materiak.  The  first 
section  of  the  Framework,  which  is  published  in  this  issue, 
outlines  the  role  and  nature  of  the  document  itself.  For  a  full 
outline  of  the  overall  Framework,  see  pages  207  and  208  of 
Statistical  Reporter  for  May  1976. 

Comments  on  these  materials  should  be  sent  to  the  Sta¬ 
tistical  Policy  Division,  Office  of  Management  and  Budget, 
726  Jackson  Place,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20503. 


Role  of  the  Plan 

A  Framexvork  for  Planning  U.S.  Federal  Statistics, 
1978-1989  is  designed  to  provide  an  overview  of  the 
U.S.  Federal  Statistical  System  through  discussion  of 
functional  areas,  statistical  agencies,  and  important 
related  crosscutting  issues.  It  will  be  a  framework  for 
more  detailed  discussions  concerning  the  improvement 
of  existing  statistical  programs,  efforts  to  meet  impor¬ 
tant  gaps  in  available  information,  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  for  discontinuance  of  low -priority  statistical  ef¬ 
forts  in  each  of  the  areas.  The  document  is  not  a  policy 
statement  on  any  particular  issue,  but  is  presented  to 
provide  background  and  guidance  for  resolving  specif¬ 
ic  issues. 

In  its  final  published  form,  the  Framework  will 
reflect  substantial  effort  by  Federal  statistical 
agencies,  various  advisory  and  user  groups,  selected 
policymakers,  and  the  Statistical  Policy  Division 
(SPD) .  All  statistical  agencies  have  been  encouraged 
to  prepare  detailed  individual  program  plans  which 
move  beyond  the  routine  management  documentation 
required  for  budget  making  and  program  design.  The 
bibliogp’aphy  identifies  a  number  of  planning  docu¬ 
ments  which  are  available  from  individual  agencies. 

September  1976 


The  final  document  will  be  the  product  of  a  multi¬ 
year  effort  which  was  formally  instituted  in  January 
1975,  under  the  auspices  of  the  Interagency  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Statistical  Programs  and  Policy.  This  Commit¬ 
tee  is  comprised  of  heads  of  major  U.S.  Federal  statis¬ 
tical  agencies.  It  created  a  planning  task  force  which 
set  into  motion  a  program  for  agency  review  of  prob¬ 
lems,  programs,  and  related  issues.' 

This  publication  b  intended  to  serve  several  distinct 
and  important  objectives.  They  are  as  follows: 

IMPROVED  COORDINATION 

The  U.S.  Federal  Statbtical  System  is  highly  decen¬ 
tralized.  Individual  statistical  efforts  are  frequently 
initiated  by  agencies  to  relate  to  the  basic  programs 
which  they  adminbter  and  evaluate.  In  many  cases, 
the  needs  for  information  cut  across  the  interests  of 
several  agencies.  Consequently,  a  number  of  inter¬ 
agency  committees,  ad  hoc  task  forces,  and  informal 
consultations  are  involved  in  the  development  of  many 
of  the  statbtical  programs.  Nevertheless,  it  b  frequent¬ 
ly  difficult  for  individuals  representing  their  respective 
agency  needs  or  interests  to  identify  and  influence  key 
statistical  progprams  of  potential  use.  This  document, 
especially  with  its  orientation  toward  agency  missions 
and  functional  statistical  areas,  is  designed  to  facilitate 
improved  coordination  among  agencies  and  individu¬ 
als  with  interest  in  speciflc  data  series. 

STATISTICAL  PRIORITIES 

Thb  Framework  focuses  on  multi-purpose  and 
large-scale  statistical  programs.  It  does  not  attempt  to 
be  exhaustive  in  reviewing  or  relating  the  full  range  of 
detailed  statbtical  activities  of  the  various  agencies.  In 
its  present  form,  thb  Framework  may  appear  to  be 


'  For  background  statements  on  the  planning  process,  see 
Joseph  W.  Duncan.  “Developing  Better  Long  Range  Plans 
for  Federal  Statistics.”  Statistical  Reporter,  No.  75-4.  Oc¬ 
tober.  1974;  Robert  W.  Raymford.  ‘The  Interagency  Sta¬ 
tistical  Planning  Effort.  1975.”  Statistical  Reporter,  No. 
76-3.  September.  1975;  Paul  O’Neill.  “OMB’s  Role  In  Plan¬ 
ning  and  Coordination  of  Federal  Statbtics.”  Statistical 
Reporter,  No.  76-11.  May.  1976. 
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cumbersome  and  overly  detailed;  for  other  readers, 
however,  it  may  fail  to  encompass  a  significant  portion 
of  Federal  statistical  activities.  Its  focus  on  multi¬ 
purpose  statistical  programs  and  large-scale  statistical 
activities  provides  a  framework  for  examining  priori¬ 
ties  among  the  more  expensive  statistical  activities  of 
the  Federal  Government.  Although  no  attempt  is 
made  to  specify  a  rank  ordering  of  various  statistical 
projects,  the  Framework  is  intended  to  be  helpful  in 
identifying  new  initiatives  which  should  be  undertaken 
and  the  consequent  improvements  to  the  statistical 
system  which  would  result.  Further,  the  recommended 
improvements  are  frequently  designed  to  permit  dis¬ 
continuance  of  lower  quality  or  more  narrowly  con¬ 
ceived  statistical  progp-ams.  It  is  anticipated  that  a 
substantial  amount  of  public  review  and  comment  on 
the  Framework  will  provide  a  wide  range  of  sugges¬ 
tions  concerning  specific  priorities  and  programs 
which  may  be  implemented  in  the  future. 

CROSSCUTTING  ISSUES 

The  Framework  is  designed  to  highlight  several  im¬ 
portant  crosscutting  issues.  These  are  presented  in  Sec¬ 
tion  IV.  These  issue  papers  are  preliminary  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  substantial  improvement  as  more  detailed  re¬ 
search  is  undertaken  and  as  various  policy  groups  ex¬ 
amine  these  specific  issues.  Those  topics  which  have 
been  selected  for  consideration  in  the  crosscutting 
statistical  issues  section  have  been  identified  on  the 
basis  of  discussions  with  the  individual  agencies  and 
with  important  user  gproups.  They  are  not  intended  to 
represent  the  full  range  of  crosscutting  issues;  they 
simply  highlight  some  important  activities  which  are 
especially  crucial  in  the  current  evolution  of  the  U.S. 
Federal  Statistical  System . 

FEEDBACK 

It  is  anticipated  that  the  presentation  of  the  mate¬ 
rials  in  this  Framework  will  be  helpful  to  the  general 
public  and  to  Federal  policymakers  for  evaluating  the 
current  status  of  Federal  statistics  and  for  making 
specific  recommendations  for  improvements.  It  is 
clear,  as  noted  above,  that  most  statistical  agencies 
will  direct  much  of  their  attention  to  the  detailed  pro¬ 
grams  for  which  they  have  responsibility.  Continuing 
feedback  from  the  general  public  to  SPD  is  therefore 
encouraged  and  helpful  to  the  overall  process.  The 
Framework  is  expected  to  generate  specific  suggestions 
from  the  public  and  user  groups. 

OVERVIEW 

Since  the  Framework  attempts  to  encompass  the 
major  multi-purpose  and  large-scale  statistical  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  U.S.  Federal  Statistical  System,  it  does 


not,  in  any  way,  seek  to  detail  the  wide  range  of  in¬ 
dividual  series  or  specific  surveys  undertaken  by  U.S. 
Federal  statistical  agencies.  It  does  attempt  to  create  a 
framework  within  which  individual  surveys  can  be  bet¬ 
ter  evaluated  by  stating  the  missions  and  areas  of  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  individual  agencies. 

The  Character  of  the  Plan 

The  Framework  is  designed  to  be  an  extremely  flexi¬ 
ble  document.  In  effect,  its  format  is  that  of  a  looseleaf 
collection  of  concept  and  issue  papers.  An  attempt  has 
been  made  to  ensure  that  the  presentations  are  devel¬ 
oped  at  a  consistent  level  of  detail  and  organization. 
Early  drafts  of  these  materials  are  circulated  for  com¬ 
ment  and  criticism  in  order  to  ensure  that  the  first 
published  versions  are  adequate  to  represent  the  diver¬ 
sity  of  issues  and  programs  considered.  It  is  antici¬ 
pated  that  individual  sections  will  be  revised  extensive¬ 
ly  throughout  the  1976-1977  time  period.  When  the 
Framework  is  published  at  the  end  of  1977,  it  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  subject  to  revision  as  priorities  change,  as 
individual  problems  are  solved,  and  as  difficulties  arise 
in  the  implementation  of  the  proposals  which  are  pre¬ 
sented. 

This  Framework,  although  published  by  the  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  (OMB),  is  not  intended 
to  serve  as  a  budget  document.  It  is  published  under 
the  authority  of  Section  103  of  the  Budget  and  Ac¬ 
counting  Procedures  Act  of  1950  which  gives  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Management  and  Budget  responsibility  for 
planning  and  coordinating  the  Federal  Statistical 
System.  Obviously,  the  proposals  to  institute  new  pro- 
gprams,  to  discontinue  old  progprams,  and  to  undertake 
sigpiificant  research  and  evaluation  are  all  activities 
which  have  budgetary  implications.  In  basic  design, 
the  Framework  is  presented  as  background  to  those 
specific  decisions  and  not  as  an  indication  that  those 
specific  decisions  have  been  made  or  necessarily  will  be 
made  within  a  specified  time  frame. 

T*"*  Framework  is  explicitly  designed  to  review  indi¬ 
vidual  statistical  agencies,  individual  statistical  pro¬ 
grams,  and  crosscutting  issues  with  the  purpose  of 
clarifying  important  interactions  in  the  decentralized 
U.S.  Federal  Statistical  System.  Section  II  — Organiza¬ 
tion  of  Federal  Statistics— contains  important  recom¬ 
mendations  concerning  improvements  in  the  present 
organization.  For  most  progprams,  however,  organiza¬ 
tional  change  is  seen  as  an  evolutionary  phenomenon, 
and  the  solution  of  the  specific  problems  presented  in 
this  Framework  is  expected  to  be  feasible  without 
sigpiificant  reorganization.  In  some  areas,  reorganiza¬ 
tion  and  centralization  of  certain  activities  will 
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enhance  the  feasibility  of  achieving  suggested  im¬ 
provements. 

This  Framework  is  presented  in  the  context  of  the 
1980’s.  Whereas  a  number  of  ideas  in  the  Framework 
are  provocative,  they  are  not  presented  as  a  “futur¬ 
istic”  view  of  the  U.S.  Federal  Statistical  System. 
Rather,  this  planning  Framework  represents  a  prac¬ 
tical,  evolutionary  approach  to  building  upon  the 
ongoing  programs  of  the  1970’s  and  the  unresolved 
issues  associated  with  those  programs.  A  perspective 
on  the  50  years  of  evolution  in  methodology  and  pro¬ 
gram  development  which  occurred  between  1926  and 
1976  is  presented  in  a  companion  volume  entitled  U.S. 
Federal  Statistics,  Developments  in  the  Past  50  Years. 

Planning  is  a  Participatory  Process 

The  development  of  the  Framework  for  Federal 
Statistics  is  a  highly  participatory  process  involving 
many  important  users  and  producers  of  statistics.  The 
planning  process  itself  was  designed  by  soliciting  agen¬ 
cy  views,  building  on  existing  agency  planning  pro¬ 
grams,  and  utilizing  readily  available  resources  in  SPD 
(which  has  overall  responsibility  within  OMB  for  plan¬ 
ning  and  coordinating  the  Federal  Statistical  System) . 
The  ultimate  resolution  of  statistical  issues  involves  an 
important  collaboration  among  the  providers  of  the 
information  (the  respondents  to  various  Federal  in¬ 
quiries)  ,  the  collectors  and  analyzers  of  that  informa¬ 
tion  (the  statistical  and  analytical  agencies) .  and  the 
private  and  public  decisionmakers  who  incorporate 
that  information  into  their  decision  processes.  All 
three  sectors  — the  providers,  the  statistical  agencies, 
and  the  decisionmakers— are  essential  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  Federal  Statistical  System.  Obviously,  no 
statistics  would  be  available  if  respondents  failed  to 
cooperate  in  surveys.  The  statistical  agencies,  in  their 
central  role  of  creating  effective  collection  mecha¬ 
nisms,  providing  quality  control,  and  compiling 
and  analyzing  results,  have  important  creative  con¬ 
tributions  to  make  as  a  result  of  this  direct  involvement 
in  the  statistical  process.  Finally,  the  decisionmakers 
who  utilize  the  information  are  able  to  provide  im¬ 
portant  insights  into  the  level  of  quality  and  timeliness 
required  to  assure  appropriate  policy  use  of  statistical 
information.  Further,  in  many  cases,  the  decision¬ 
makers  directly  influence  the  allocation  of  statistical 
programs.  In  recognition  of  the  critical  role  of  all 
three  of  these  groups,  therefore,  the  development  of 
the  Framework  continues  to  involve,  in  an  active  and 
dynamic  way,  all  of  these  groups. 

Though  all  three  groups  have  been  involved  in  the 
process  of  preparing  and  reviewing  the  Framework,  it 


is  recognized  that  there  will  be  many  issues  and  prob¬ 
lems  which  are  not  addressed  in  the  Framework.  The 
major  general-purpose  statistical  programs,  especially 
those  with  interagency  implications,  are  given  greatest 
priority  since  the  most  significant  contribution  of  the 
Framework  itself  is  to  enhance  the  coordination  proc¬ 
ess  among  these  agencies. 

Thus,  the  Framework  concerns  itself  with  areas  of 
overlapping  interest  among  Federal  statistical  agen¬ 
cies.  It  is  recognized  that  there  also  exist  many  areas  of 
concern  which  fall  entirely  within  one  agency’s  sphere 
of  interest,  but  these  areas  have  not  been  included  in 
the  Framework,  in  order  to  provide  reasonable  limits 
to  its  scope. 

It  is  expected  that,  as  a  result  of  the  participatory 
process  utilized  in  developing  this  Framework,  there 
will  be  a  number  of  related  documents  prepared  offer¬ 
ing  alternative  views,  more  detail  concerning  specific 
proposals,  and  consideration  of  issues  which  are  not 
treated  fully  in  this  document.  SPD  will  attempt  to 
provide  a  focal  point  for  identifying  such  dociunents, 
but  the  user  of  this  Framework  is  encouraged  to  seek 
out  these  alternative  views  on  the  specific  issues  dis¬ 
cussed  in  this  report. 

Keys  to  An  Integrated  Statistical  System 

While  Section  VI  provides  a  summary  of  the  major 
sections  of  the  Framework,  it  may  be  helpful  to  identi¬ 
fy  several  keys  to  an  integrated  statistical  system  at  the 
outset. 

Brief  comments  on  each  of  these  areas  are  presented 
as  an  introduction  to  the  detailed  discussion  which  is 
contained  later  in  this  report. 

STANDARD  CONCEPTS  AND  CLASSmCATIONS 

In  the  highly  decentralized  statistical  system  of  the 
United  States,  it  is  evident  that  there  are  many  data 
collection  efforts  which  use  differing  definitions,  time 
periods,  and  sample  populations  for  various  important 
statistical  series.  While  variation  is  inevitable,  espe¬ 
cially  in  narrow -purp>ose  statistical  programs,  the  basic 
recommendations  in  this  Framework  are  designed  to 
extend  the  idea  of  standard  concepts  and  classifica¬ 
tions  into  a  broad  set  of  general-purpose,  large-scale 
statistical  efforts  which  have  interagency  implications 
and  uses.  The  development  of  standard  concepts  and 
classifications  is  a  complex  process  involving  com¬ 
promise  and  considerable  technical  ingenuity.  Recom¬ 
mendations  for  achieving  this  are  presented  in  appro¬ 
priate  sections  throughout  this  report. 
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GENERAL-PURPOSE  COLLECTION  EFFORTS 

In  an  attempt  to  enhance  the  implementation  of 
standard  concepts  and  classifications  and  to  extend 
the  usefulness  of  individual  collection  efforts,  con¬ 
siderable  attention  is  focused  throughout  this  report 
on  the  development  of  general -purpKjse  data  collection 
efforts  which  meet  multiple  needs.  A  basic  premise  of 
this  Framework  is  that  extended  general-purpose  col¬ 
lection  efforts  can  increase  the  quality  of  U.S.  statis¬ 
tical  information  in  a  cost-effective  manner.  This 
cost-effectiveness  is  directly  related  to  replacing  costly, 
narrow -purpose  statistical  efforts  with  general-purpose 
collection  efforts  whose  total  cost  may  often  be  less 
than  the  combined  cost  of  the  discontinued  programs 
and  which  may  simultaneously  yield  improvements  in 
the  quality  of  the  data  provided. 

POLICY  COMMITTEES 

The  Framework  is  viewed  as  a  starting  point  for  con¬ 
sidering  individual  statistical  programs  and  develop¬ 
ing  res|K>nses  to  the  priority  problems  identified.  It  is 
essential,  therefore,  to  have  a  set  of  government  deci¬ 
sionmakers  who  are  able  to  accurately  reflect  the  pol¬ 
icy  concerns  of  the  various  agencies  and  who  can  ar¬ 
ticulate  the  priorities  for  statistical  data  in  the  in¬ 
dividual  functional  areas.  A  number  of  policy  commit¬ 
tees  with  this  purpose  are  identified  in  the  functional 
discussions  presented  in  Section  III.  Recommenda¬ 
tions  for  creating  and  improving  several  policy  com¬ 
mittees  are  also  set  forth  in  appropriate  sections. 

TECHNICAL  INTERAGENCY  WORKING  GROUPS 

The  key  to  a  strong  Federal  Statistical  System  is  the 
people  involved  in  the  day-to-day  design,  collection, 
processing,  and  analysis  of  Federal  statistics.  The  in¬ 
teragency  working  groups  that  bring  these  talented  in¬ 
dividuals  together  are  essential  for  implementing  im¬ 
provements  in  statistical  programs.  Recommendations 
for  extending  and  improving  the  existing  network  of 
technical  interagency  working  groups  are  made 
throughout  the  report  in  recognition  of  the  vitality  of 


this  mechanism  in  the  creative  evolution  of  the  Federal 
Statistical  System. 

PUBLIC  ADVICE 

With  the  emphasis  in  this  Framework  on  the  needs 
for  and  uses  of  statistical  information,  it  is  evident  that 
the  Federal  Statistical  System  benefits  greatly  from 
public  advice  received  from  those  individuals  who  uti¬ 
lize  Federal  statistics  in  their  analytical  and  decision¬ 
making  processes  and  who  provide  the  essential  data  to 
the  Federal  Government  by  completing  the  various  re¬ 
porting  requirements.  In  some  agencies  the  advisory 
mechanism  is  well  established  and  effectively  utilized. 
In  other  agencies  important  user  groups  should  be  in¬ 
volved  more  directly  and  effectively  than  is  presently 
the  case.  Consequently,  several  recommendations  for 
improving  the  relationship  between  public  suppliers 
and  users  of  information  and  statistical  collection  and 
analytical  agencies  are  presented. 

CENTRAL  POLICY  AGENCY 

For  over  40  years  there  has  been  a  centralized  office 
with  Responsibilities  for  improving  the  planning  and 
coordination  of  Federal  statistical  activities.  The  pres¬ 
ent  document  has  been  developed  by  the  Statistical 
Policy  Divison  of  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  which  currently  has  that  respK>nsibility.  It  is 
evident  as  a  consequence  of  developing  this  planning 
document  that  the  interagency  perspective  provided 
by  such  an  agency  is  an  essential  component  in  ensur¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  development  of  statistical  pro¬ 
grams  of  high  utility.  Several  recommendations  are 
presented  for  assignments  which  should  be  undertaken 
by  interagency  groups  under  the  leadership  of  SPD. 
Even  though  the  control  function  of  the  central  statis¬ 
tical  planning  agency  is  limited  in  its  directive  aspects, 
the  leadership  which  can  be  provided  through  careful 
working  relationships  with  the  agencies  is  especially 
important  to  the  continued  development  and  imple¬ 
mentation  of  improvements  in  the  U.S.  Federal  Statis¬ 
tical  System. 
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CURRENT  DEVELOPMENTS 


1976  FEDERAL  STATISTICAL  DIRECTORY 

The  25th  edition  of  the  Federal  Statistical  Directory 
has  been  issued  by  the  Statistical  Policy  Division,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Management  and  Budget.  Federal  agencies 
listed  in  the  Directory  will  be  given  a  supply  for 
distribution  within  their  agencies.  These  agencies  were 
also  asked  to  purchase  additional  copies  as  needed. 

The  Directory  lists,  by  agency  and  alphabetically, 
about  3500  persons  working  on  Federal  statistical  pro¬ 


grams  or  related  activities.  The  information  was  sub¬ 
mitted  by  each  of  the  agencies.  For  each  individual,  in 
addition  to  the  organizational  unit  and  telephone 
number,  information  is  included  on  area  of  respon¬ 
sibility,  room  number,  and  building  in  which  located. 
A  new  feature  of  this  addition  is  the  inclusion  of  an  in¬ 
formation  telephone  number  for  major  organizational 
divisions  in  the  agencies.  As  an  example  of  the  help  the 
Directory  provides,  the  listing  for  the  Statbtical  Policy 
Division  is  reprinted  below. 


EXECUTIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT 
OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET 
For  information:  (202)  395-3000 
STATISTICAL  POLICY  DIVISION 

Telephone 


Inter- 

Outside  departmental 


Joseph  W.  Duncan .  395-3730 

Chief  Statistician;  Deputy  Associate  Director  for  Statistical  Policy  and  Chair¬ 
man,  Federal  Committee  on  Standard  Metropolitan  Statistical  Areas  — RM. 

10202 -NEOB 

CLEARANCE  OFFICE 


Roye  L.  Lowry .  395-3772 

Clearance  Officer —  RM.  10201— NEOB 

David  P.  Caywood .  395-3443 


Administration  of  Federal  Reports  Act;  Management  Reports  — RM.  10201 — 
NEOB 

PLANNING  AND  COORDINATION  BRANCH 


Robert  W.  Raynsford .  395-3814 

Chief,  Planning  and  Coordination;  Comprehensive  Statistical  Plan;  Coor¬ 
dinated  Statistical  Budget ;  Program  Evaluation  Data  — RM.  10215  — NEOB 

Suzann  K.  Evinger .  395-3214 

Statistical  Reporter;  Statistical  Requests  from  International  Organizations; 

Timeliness  of  Statistical  Data  — RM.  10217  — NEOB 

C.  Louis  Kincannon .  395-3211 

Planning  and  Coordination  (economic  statistics);  Program  Evaluation  Data; 

Monthly  Chart  book  — RM.  10215  — NEOB 
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103-3730 

103-3772 

103-3443 

103-3814 

103-3214 

103-3211 


Telephone 


Inter - 

Outside  departmental 


Barbara  F.  Reese .  395-S211 

Planning  and  Coordination  (social  statistics) ;  Federal  Agency  Council  on  1980 
Census;  Program  Evaluation  Data;  Professional  Staff  Development  — KM. 
10215-NEOB 


ECONOMIC  STATISTICS  BRANCH 

David  T.  Hulett .  395-47S0 

Chief,  Economic  Statistics;  Agriculture ;  Balance  of  Payments;  Economic  In¬ 
dicators;  Energy;  Financial  Statistics;  Flow  of  Funds  Accounts;  National 
Economic  Accounts;  Confidentiality  and  Privacy  — KM.  10208— NEOB 

La  Verne  V.  Collins .  395-5867 

Construction;  Industrial  Capacity  and  Utilization;  Inventories;  Retail  and 
Wholesale  Trade;  Statistics  of  Income;  National  Economic  i^ccounts  — RM. 

10208 -NEOB 

Charles  A.  Ellett .  395-5867 

Enxdronment;  Federal,  State,  and  Local  Government;  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health;  Research  and  Development;  Revenue  Sharing;  Small  Area  Data  — KM. 

10208 -NEOB 

Milo  O  Peterson .  395-5631 

Standard  Classifications  (Industry,  Commodity,  Enterprise,  Occupations); 

Real  Output;  Economic  Census  — KM.  10208— NEOB 

Arnold  Strasser .  395-5867 

Labor  (employment  and  unemployment,  manpower) ;  Wages,  Compensation, 

Pensions,  Benefits;  Price;  Productivity;  Transportation  — KM.  10208  — NEOB 

Cynthia  H.  Wiggins .  395-5631 

Standard  Classifications ;  Current  Industrial  Reports ;  Legislative 
Tracking-KM.  10208-NEOB 

SOCIAL  STATISTICS  BRANCH 

George  E.  Hall .  395-6140 

Chief,  Social  Statistics;  1980  Census  of  Population  and  Housing;  Characteristics 
of  Workers;  Crime  Statistics ;  Demographic  Statistics  — KM.  10222— NEOB 

Richard  A.  Elisinger .  395-6140 

Disability;  Health  and  Medicine ;  Institutionalization;  Psychological  Studies 

Maria  E.  Gonzalez .  395-6132 

Statistical  Methodology,  Sampling,  and  Estimation  Procedures;  Recreation  and 
Leisure -KM.  10222 -NEOB 

Denis  F.  Johnston .  395-6132 

Social  Indicators ;  Social  Accounts —  KM .  10222  — NEOB 

Milo  B.  Sunderhauf .  395-6140 

Food  and  Nutrition;  Household  Income;  Housing;  Income  Maintenance; 

Poverty  — KM.  10222  — NEOB 

Katherine  K.  Wallman .  395-6140 

Civil  Rights;  Education;  Race  and  Ethnicity;  Federal-State-Local  Cooperative 
Programs  — KM.  10222— NEOB 


103-3211 

103-4730 

103-5867 

103-5867 

103-5631 

103-5867 

103-5631 

103-6140 

103-6140 

103-6132 

103-6132 

103-6140 

103-6140 
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The  Directory  emphasizes  headquarters  operations 
and  activities  in  Washington.  For  this  reason,  many 
field  offices  and  programs  are  not  included.  The 
material  for  this  edition  was  assembled  in  the  fall  of 
1975  with  some  updating  in  early  1976. 

Copies  of  the  Federal  Statistical  Directory  1976  are 
available  from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
20402.  The  price  is  |2.50  and  the  GPO  Stock  Number 
is  041-001-00125-5.  (SUZANN  K.  EVINGER, 
STATISTICAL  POLICY  DIVISION,  OFFICE  OF  MAN¬ 
AGEMENT  AND  BUDGET,  telephone  (202) 
395-3214.) 

FEDERAL  STATISTICS  HANDBOOK 

The  Statistical  Policy  Division,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  has  recently  issued  the  first  edition 
of  Federal  Statistics:  Coordination,  Standards,  and 
Guidelines.  It  is  a  handbook  of  basic  documents  de¬ 
signed  to  aid  all  users  of  Federal  statistics,  both  inside 
and  outside  the  Federal  Government. 

Federal  Statistics  contains  in  one  volume  reprints  of 
the  basic  legislative  authorities,  circulars,  regulations, 
standards,  and  guidelines  affecting  the  development 
of  Federal  statistics.  The  role  of  the  handbook  in 
statistical  program  coordination  is  discussed  in 
Chapter  1.  The  basic  legislative  authorities  and  func¬ 
tions  (Sec.  103  of  the  Budget  and  Accounting  Pro¬ 
cedures  Act  of  1950,  Federal  Reports  Act,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Orders  10253  and  10033)  of  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  in  the  area  of  Federal  sta¬ 
tistical  coordination  are  outlined  in  Chapter  2.  The 
fundamental  guidelines  and  standards  (Circulars 
Nos.  A-46  and  A-91)  for  statistics  are  contained  in 
Chapter  3.  Basic  control  functions  associated  with 
resf>ect  to  the  Federal  Reports  Act  and  Circular  No. 
A -40  are  found  in  Chapter  4.  Finally,  major  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  regulations  affecting  in¬ 
tergovernmental  relationships  (Circulars  Nos.  A-39 
and  A-90)  are  highlighted  in  Chapter  5. 

Appendices  to  this  handbook  provide  data  on 
Federal  statistical  programs.  General  Accounting  Of¬ 
fice  rules  and  regulations  on  clearance  of  proposals 
by  independent  Federal  regulatory  agencies,  and  on 
several  selected  references  which  are  of  interest  to 
government  statisticians  and  to  those  who  are  working 
with  government  statistical  programs. 

Copies  of  Federal  Statistics:  Coordination,  Stand¬ 
ards,  and  Guidelines  are  available  from  the  Super¬ 
intendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing 
Office,  Washington,  D.C.  for  $1.55  a  copy.  Stock 
No.  041-001-00102-6.  (SuzANN  K.  Evinger.  statis 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  ON  OIL  AND  GAS 
RESERVE  ESTIMATES 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Reports  Act  of 
1942,  a  public  hearing  was  convened  on  July  22,  1976 
by  the  Statistical  Policy  Division  of  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  on  the  Government’s  pro¬ 
gram  for  collecting  information  on  proved  reserves  of 
oil  and  natural  gas.  Agencies  represented  as  members 
on  the  Ad  Hoc  Interagency  Committee  include  the 
Federal  Elnergy  Administration,  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Mines  and  Geological  Survey  of  the 
Interior  Department,  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  and  the  Energy 
Research  and  Development  Administration.  OMB 
chairs  the  Committee.  About  65  people  participated 
in  the  hearing.  In  addition  to  the  agency  represen¬ 
tatives,  others  present  included  the  Chairmen  of  the 
American  Petroleum  Institute  and  the  American  Gas 
Association  Reserves  Committees,  representatives  of 
public  interest  groups,  and  private  experts  in  the  sub¬ 
ject  area.  This  hearing  was  a  follow-up  to  the  meeting 
convened  by  the  Federal  Energy  Administration  on 
May  27,  1976  concerning  the  same  subject. 

Many  aspects  of  the  subject  were  discussed  at  this 
hearing.  The  major  ones  included : 

1.  The  type  of  information  to  be  collected  and,  in 
particular,  the  definition  of  proved  reserves  to 
be  used.  Additional  information  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  for  inclusion  was  separate  detail  on  reserve 
additions  and  subtractions,  and  reserve  informa¬ 
tion  based  upon  alternative  demand  and  price 
assumptions. 

2.  The  type  of  respondent  most  likely  to  be  able  to 
provide  the  information  needed  by  the  Federal 
Government.  From  the  views  expressed  at  the 
meeting,  it  was  apparent  that  operators  of  gas 
and  oil  wells  have  the  best  information  on 
reserves  in  particular  fields;  however,  for  some 
types  of  analyses,  such  as  those  on  the  com¬ 
petitive  structure  of  the  industry  or  for  regu¬ 
lation  of  the  interstate  price  of  natural  gas, 
ownership  information  is  required.  The  discus¬ 
sion  indicated  that  the  combination  of  owner 
and  operator  information  is  very  difficult  to 
achieve. 

3.  The  confidentiality  status  of  different  types  of 
data.  In  particular,  the  discussion  centered 
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around  information  on  reserves  in  particular 
fields,  specifically  those  for  which  adjacent  fields 
have  not  yet  been  fully  leased,  which  is  consid¬ 
ered  highly  confidential,  and  on  information 
reported  for  entire  companies,  which  is  less 
sensitive. 

4.  The  verification  procedures  for  the  data.  To  be 
credible,  the  data  must  have  an  effective  in¬ 
dependent  verification  performed  by  expe  -  s 
with  access  to  basic  data.  However,  the  reserves 
estimates  themselves  must  be  provided  in  the 
first  instance  by  the  industry  sources.  It  was  the 
general  sentiment  at  the  hearing  that  the  pro¬ 
cedure  followed  by  the  Federal  Energy  Admin¬ 
istration  in  their  1974  Suvey  of  Oil  and  Gas 
Reserves  was  sufficient  and  effective. 

5.  Assuming  that  the  Federal  Government  would 
conduct  an  annual  survey  of  oil  and  gas  re¬ 
serves,  the  discussion  turned  to  how  the  survey 
should  be  organized.  Industry  representatives 
and  others  at  the  hearing  tended  to  support  the 
notion  that  a  single  government  lead  agency 
should  be  assigned  to  do  the  job  with  other  agen¬ 
cies  using  the  resulting  data  for  their  own  pur¬ 
poses.  This  proposal  would  require  a  significant 
degree  of  coordination  since  some  agencies  need 
specialized  types  of  data  whereas  other  agencies 
would  be  content  with  overall  estimates  of  the 
Nation’s  proved  reserves. 

The  public  summary  of  this  meeting  with  attached 
statements  and  letters  received  prior  to  August  12, 
1976,  will  be  prepared  shortly.  Copies  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  writing  to  DAVID  T.  HULETT,  STA¬ 
TISTICAL  POLICY  DIVISION,  OFFICE  OF  MANAGE¬ 
MENT  AND  BUDGET,  WASHINGTON,  D.C.  20503, 
telephone  (202)  395-4730. 

FOURTH  REPORT  IN  INCOME 
DISTRIBUTION  SERIES 

The  fourth  report  in  the  series.  Studies  in  Income 
Distribution,  issued  by  the  Office  of  Research  and 
Statistics  (ORS)  of  the  Social  Security  Administration 
(SSA)  has  been  released.  Entitled  “Estimation  of  So¬ 
cial  Security  Taxes  on  the  March  Current  Population 
Survey,”  the  report  presents  a  detailed  description 
and  evaluation  of  a  method  (the  payroll  tax  algo¬ 
rithm  or  PTA)  developed  by  ORS  to  estimate  social 
security  tax  liability  for  each  person  in  the  March 
sample  of  the  Current  Population  Survey  (CPS)  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Census.  It  describes  and  evaluates 
PTA,  compares  PTA  results  based  on  the  March 
1972  CPS  with  SSA  program  data,  and  presents  PTA 


estimates  of  taxes  for,  or  contributions  to,  other  ma¬ 
jor  national  social  insurance  programs.  The  other 
programs  include  railroad  retirement,  railroad  unem¬ 
ployment  compensation,  and  Federal  employee  retire¬ 
ment. 

Single  copies  of  “Estimation  of  Social  Security 
Taxes  on  the  March  Current  Population  Survey,” 
DHEW  Publication  Number  (SSA)  76-11776,  are 
available  from  the  Publications  Staff,  Office  of 
Research  and  Statistics,  Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion,  Room  1120  Universal  North  Building,  1875 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20009.  (Robert  E.  Robinson,  social  security  ad 

MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH.  EDUCA¬ 
TION,  AND  WELFARE,  telephone  (202)  673-5576.) 

HEALTH.  UNITED  STATES  1975 

The  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics  and  the 
National  Center  for  Health  Services  Research  are 
jointly  responsible  for  the  preparation  of  the  new  an¬ 
nual  reports  on  the  Nation’s  health  required  by  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  93-353,  the  Health  Services  Research,  Health 
Statistics,  and  Medical  Libraries  Act  of  1974.  Specif¬ 
ically  the  law  requires  that  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  submit  to  the  President  and 
the  Congfress  each  year  reports  on  health  care  costs 
and  financing,  health  resources,  utilization  of  health 
resources,  and  the  health  of  the  Nation’s  people. 

The  first  of  these  annual  reports,  combined  into  a 
single  volume  entitled  Health,  United  States,  1975, 
was  released  in  January  1976.  The  intent  in  the  first 
report  was  to  provide  an  overview  of  existing  health 
data.  It  presents  information  on  a  wide  range  of  sub¬ 
jects  in  each  of  the  four  areas  specified  in  the  law, 
drawn  from  public  and  private  sources.  Most  of  the 
data  are  from  the  time  period  1970  through  1974, 
although  some  information  from  before  1970  is  in¬ 
cluded  where  no  later  data  are  available. 

Copies  are  available  only  from  the  Superintendent 
of  Documents,  U.S,  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.  20402  for  $6.65  a  copy. 

Available  from  the  National  Center  for  Health  Sta¬ 
tistics  is  a  chartbook  of  representative  data  from  the 
full  report.  Requests  for  single  copies  and  small  bulk 
quantities  of  this  publication.  Health  in  the  United 
States,  1975:  A  Chartbook  (DHEW  Publication  No. 
(HRA)  76-1233)  are  being  honored  .  (Alice  Hay¬ 
wood,  national  center  for  health  statistics, 
department  of  health,  education,  and  wel¬ 
fare,  telephone  (301)  443-1326.) 
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EDUCATIONAL  ATTAINMENT  IN  THE 
UNITED  STATES:  1975 

The  Bureau  of  the  Census  has  recently  issued  a 
report  entitled  “Educational  Attainment  in  the  United 
States:  March  1975.”  This  report  presents  data  on 
years  of  school  completed  by  age,  sex,  race,  ethnic 
origin  (Spanish),  type  of  residence  (metropolitan  or 
non -metropolitan ) ,  regions  (northeast,  north  central, 
south,  west) ,  and  major  occupation  groups. 

Selected  statistical  information  from  this  report  in¬ 
dicates  that:  since  1950  the  size  of  the  adult  popula¬ 
tion  has  increased  by  a  third  while  the  number  of  per¬ 
sons  with  less  than  4  years  of  high  school  decreased  by 
approximately  a  fifth  and  the  number  of  high  school 
graduates  more  than  doubled  in  size.  The  increases  in 
rates  of  high  school  graduation  have  been  followed  by 
more  frequent  college  attendance  since  1950.  Al¬ 
though  the  number  of  persons  25  years  old  and  over 
with  some  college  training  nearly  tripled  between  1950 
and  1975,  the  increases  were  substantially  greater  for 
men  than  for  women.  The  number  of  persons  with  4 
years  of  high  school  or  more  has  been  increasing  more 
rapidly  for  Blacks  than  for  Whites.  In  1975  as  in  1950, 
however,  college  graduation  was  still  significantly 
more  common  for  White  than  Black  adults. 

An  increase  in  the  educational  level  of  the  labor 
force  reflects  the  trend  in  educational  level  of  the  pop¬ 
ulation.  None  of  the  “blue  collar”  occupations  in  1950 
had  a  majority  with  a  high  school  diploma.  By  1975, 
however,  a  majority  of  the  workers  in  all  major  oc¬ 
cupational  groups  had  finished  4  years  of  high  school 
or  more,  except  for  male  farm  and  nonfarm  laborers 
and  female  operatives. 

Copies  of  the  report  “Educational  Attainment  in  the 
United  States:  March  1975,”  Current  Population 
Reports,  Series  P-20,  No.  295  (pp.  71,  $1.55)  are  for 
sale  from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
20402,  or  at  Commerce  Department  district  offices. 
(Andrea  Word,  bureau  of  the  census,  depart¬ 
ment  of  commerce,  telephone  (SOI)  763-5050.) 

CAPITAL  STOCK  STUDY.  1925-1975 

A  volume  presenting  annual  estimates  of  the  stock 
of  fixed  nonresidential  business  capital  in  the  United 
States  for  the  years  1925-1975  has  been  prepared  by 
the  Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis. 

The  publication,  entitled  Fixed  Nonresidential 
Business  Capital  in  the  United  States,  1925-1975, 
presents  annual  estimates  of  the  stock  of  fixed  non¬ 
residential  business  and  residential  capital  in  the 


United  States  for  the  period  1925-75.  Tabulations  of 
gross  and  net  capital  stocks,  depreciation,  discards, 
ratios  of  net  to  gross  stocks,  and  average  ages  of  gross 
and  net  stocks  are  given  by  major  industry  group 
(nonresidential)  or  tenure  group  (residential)  and  by 
legal  form  of  organization  and  detailed  types  of  assets. 
A  statement  of  the  sources  and  methods  used  to  pre¬ 
pare  the  estimates  is  presented,  along  with  a  discussion 
of  concepts  of  capital  stock  estimation. 

Copies  of  Fixed  Nonresidential  Business  Capital  in 
the  United  States,  1925-1975  may  be  ordered  from  the 
National  Technical  Information  Service,  Springfleld, 
Virginia  22161.  The  price  of  the  461-page  document  is 
$12.00  per  paper  copy  and  $2.25  in  microfiche.  Please 
mention  accession  number  PB253725  when  ordering. 
(John  C.  Musgrave,  bureau  of  economic 

ANALYSIS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE,  telephone 
(202)  523-0837.) 

LOCAL  AREA  PERSONAL  INCOME 

The  Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis  recently  released 
Local  Area  Personal  Income,  1969-1974.  This  marks 
the  first  appearance  of  a  comprehensive  and  detailed 
source  of  local  area  personal  income  data.  It  shows 
total  and  per  capita  personal  income  by  type  of  pay¬ 
ment,  and  labor  and  proprietor’s  income  by  major  in¬ 
dustry  and  place  of  work.  The  special  feature  is  the 
availability  of  such  data  for  non-standard  metropol¬ 
itan  statistical  area  (SMSA)  counties. 

Volume  I  includes  methodology  and  classification  of 
SMSAs  and  BEA  economic  areas.  It  shows  data  for  all 
States,  BEA  economic  areas,  and  SMSAs.  Accession 
No.  PB  254055.  Price  $10  paper,  $2.25  microfiche.  A 
fummary  methodology  is  included  in  each  of  the 
following  volumes. 

Volume  II  shows  data  for  counties  and  SMSAs  in 
the  following  States:  Connecticut,  Delaware,  District 
of  Columbia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  and  Wisconsin.  Ac¬ 
cession  No.  PB  254056.  Price  $13.75  paper,  $2.25 
microfiche. 

Volume  III  covers  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  and 
West  Virginia.  Accession  No.  PB  254057.  Price  $16.26 
paper,  $2.25  microfiche. 

Volume  IV  covers  Alaska,  Arizona,  California,  Col¬ 
orado,  Hawaii,  Idaho,  Kansas,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
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Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma, 
South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming.  Accession  No.  PB  254058.  Price  $16.25  paper, 
$2.25  microfiche. 

The  volumes  can  be  ordered  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  5285  Port  Royal 
Road,  Springfield,  Virginia  22161.  Be  sure  to  mention 
the  accession  numbers  of  the  volumes  desired. 
(EDWIN  J.  COLEMAN.  BUREAU  OF  ECONOMIC 
ANALYSIS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE,  ^  2- 
phone  (202)  523-0901.) 

STATISTICAL  REPORT  REGARDING 
VOTING  RIGHTS  ACT 

A  summary  report  of  statistical  data  used  to  deter¬ 
mine  which  political  subdivisions  are  required  to  pro¬ 
vide  assistance  to  certain  groups  of  voters  covered 
under  the  1975  amendments  to  the  Voting  Rights  Act 
of  1965  was  recently  released  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Census. 

The  jurisdictions  covered  by  the  amendments  were 
identified  at  several  different  times  last  fall  in  the 
Federal  Register.  The  new  report  contains: 

1 .  A  description  of  the  methodology  for  determin¬ 
ing  coverage  under  the  Act’s  amendments. 

2.  The  complete  list  of  covered  political  subdivi¬ 
sions. 

3.  Data  not  previously  published  from  the  1970 
census  on  language  minority  groups,  citizenship, 
and  illiteracy  for  all  political  subdivisions  with  a 
minimum  number  of  citizens  in  specified  minor¬ 
ities. 

4.  Estimates  of  the  number  of  citizens  of  voting  age 
and  percent  casting  ballots  in  the  November 
1972  Presidential  election  for  all  political  sub¬ 
divisions.  For  pur|x>ses  of  the  amendments, 
political  subdivisions  are  defined  as  counties  (or 
their  equivalent)  in  all  States  except  the  six  New 
England  States,  Michigan,  and  Wisconsin  where 
cities,  villages,  towns,  and  townships  are  the  sub¬ 
divisions. 

Among  the  language  minorities  covered  are : 
Spanish  heritage,  Japanese,  Chinese.  Filipino, 
Korean,  and  American  Indian;  and,  in  Alasl  i. 
Native  Alaskan  (Eskimos  and  Aleuts  and  American 
Indians) . 

Copies  of  the  report,  “Language  Minority,  Illit¬ 
eracy,  and  Voting  Data  Used  in  Making  Determina¬ 
tions  for  the  Voting  Rights  Act  Amendments  of  1975 
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(Public  Law  94-73)’’,  Current  Population  Reports, 
Series  P-25,  No.  627  (90  pp.  $1.95)  are  available  from 
the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government 
Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402.  (GILBERT 
R.  Felton,  bureau  of  the  census,  department  of 
COMMERCE,  telephone  (301)  763-5072.) 

LANGUAGE  USAGE  IN  UNITED  STATES- 1975 

A  report  recently  released  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Gen- 
sus  provides  information  from  the  July  1975  Current 
Population  Survey  on  current  language  usage  of  the 
population  4  years  old  and  over.  Included  are  figures 
on  the  number  of  piersons  reporting  a  given  language 
as  their  usual  or  second  individual  language  as  well  as 
the  language  reported  as  the  usual  and  second  house¬ 
hold  language.  Statistics  are  also  presented  on  difficul¬ 
ty  with  English  for  porsons  reporting  a  language  other 
than  English. 

According  to  the  report,  Spanish  is  both  the  usual 
individual  language  and  the  second  individual  lan¬ 
guage  of  more  porsons  than  any  other  language  except 
English.  It  retained  the  same  position  among  house¬ 
hold  languages;  however,  9  out  of  every  10  porsons  in 
the  survey  reported  that  they  did  not  spoak  a  second 
language. 

The  report,  “Language  Usage  in  the  United  States: 
1975,”  Current  Population  Reports,  P-23,  No,  60,  is 
an  advance  report  and  is  to  be  followed  by  a  more  de¬ 
tailed  report.  The  6-page  report  is  priced  at  35  cents 
and  is  for  sale  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
20402,  and  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce  district  of¬ 
fices.  (ELMORE  J.  SERAILE,  BUREAU  OF  THE  CEN¬ 
SUS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE,  telephone  (301) 
763-7571.) 

MEDICARE  PROVIDER  STATISTICS 

The  Social  Security  Administration  has  released 
another  report  in  its  annual  Medicare  series,  entitled 
Medicare:  Health  Insurance  for  the  Aged,  1971,  Sec¬ 
tion  3  —  Participating  Providers. 

The  report  contains  detailed  data  on  the 
characteristics  of  the  four  major  providers  and  sup¬ 
pliers  of  health  services  under  Medicare  — hospitals, 
home  health  agencies,  independent  laboratories,  and 
extended  care  facilities.  Data  are  presented  by  region, 
division.  State,  and  metro-nonmetro  location. 

Single  copies  of  Medicare:  Health  Insurance  for  the 
Aged,  1971,  Section  3  —  Participating  Providers 
(DHEW  Publication  No.  (SSA  76-11706)  are 
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available  from  the  Publications  Staff,  Office  of 
Research  and  Statistics,  Room  1120,  Universal  North 
Building,  1875  Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20009.  (ROBERT  E.  ROBINSON.  SOCIAL 
SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HEALTH.  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE,  telephone 
(202)  67S-5576.) 

SURVEY  METHODOLOGY  INFORMATION 
SYSTEM 

A  research  facility  to  collect,  analyze,  store,  and  re¬ 
trieve  published  and  unpublished  materials  on  various 
aspects  of  survey  research  is  now  being  offered  by  the 
Census  Bureau. 

The  Survey  Methodology  Information  System 
(SMIS)  has  been  established  to  support  Census  Bu¬ 
reau  progp'ams  by  researching  methodological  prob¬ 
lems  through  review  of  prior  studies  and  evaluations  of 
alternative  methods.  A  subsystem  devoted  to  inter¬ 
viewer  training  methods  is  also  maintained.  SMIS  also 
disseminates  research  findings  and  innovative  methods 
in  research  summaries. 

Materials  are  organized  into  a  computerized  data 
base  containing  bibliographic  references,  index  terms, 
and  annotations.  Services  based  on  the  source  material 
are  provided  in  the  form  of  current  awareness  lists, 
retrospective  systems  products,  and  research  briefs. 

Researchers  and  organizations  interested  in  survey 
methods  may  use  SMIS  materials  and  its  available 
services.  In  the  interest  of  improving  the  data  base 
coverage,  users  are  encouraged  to  notify  SMIS  of  new 
materials  and  to  participate  in  an  informal  exchange. 
(PAT  FUELLHART,  BUREAU  OF  THE  CENSUS. 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE,  telephone  (301) 
763-7474.) 

THREE  NEW  SOCIAL  SECURITY 
BULLETIN  REPORTS 

llie  Office  of  Research  and  Statistics  in  the  Social 
Security  Administration  has  announced  the  availabili¬ 
ty  of  three  new  reports. 

IVomen’s  Workltves  and  Future  Social  Security 
Benefits  {Social  Security  Bulletin,  April  1976) .  More 
women  will  earn  their  own  social  security  benefits  in 
1990  than  do  now,  but  they  will  not  necessarily  be 
higher  in  relation  to  men’s  beneffts.  The  ratio  of 
women’s  earnings  to  men’s  which  has  been  stable  for 
25  years,  would  have  to  rise  and/or  women  would 
have  to  work  almost  all  their  lives  to  raise  the  relative 
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benefit  level.  This  article  estimates  younger  women’s 
worklives  from  their  early  experience  plus  the  com¬ 
pleted  careers  of  retired  women.  Though  their  life¬ 
time  labor-force  activity  will  exceed  that  of  the  older 
women,  the  increase  will  be  insufficient  to  compen¬ 
sate  for  the  lengthening  benefit -computation  period. 
The  benefits  earned  on  their  records  thus  will  not 
supplant  dependent  and  survivor  benefits. 

Demographic  Characteristics  of  Disability  Appli¬ 
cants:  Relationship  to  Alloivances  {Social  Security 
Bulletin,  May  1976).  Thb  article  highlights  some  of 
die  causes  underlying  differences  in  disability  al¬ 
lowances  by  sex  and  race.  Among  the  causes  are  dif¬ 
ferences  in  the  labor-force  patterns,  the  educational 
background,  and  the  age  distributions  of  the  insured 
and  applicant  populations.  More  than  half  of  the  dif¬ 
ferences  between  the  black  and  white  applicants  in 
the  proportion  of  claims  allowed  is  explained  by  dif¬ 
ferences  in  their  age  distributions.  The  lower  propor¬ 
tion  of  claims  allowed  for  black  applicants  may  reflect 
the  greater  tendency  of  the  black  insured  population 
to  apply  for  disability  insurance  benefits. 

Private  Pension  Plans,  1950-74  {Social  Security 
Bulletin,  June  1976).  During  the  past  quarter  cen¬ 
tury,  private  pension  plans  have  enjoyed  a  healthy 
growth.  Although  the  rate  of  growth  has  slackened 
somewhat  during  recent  years,  the  private  pension 
movement  is  now  a  major  contributor  to  the  income 
maintenance  needs  of  the  American  worker  during 
retirement.  The  passage  of  pension  reform  legislation 
in  1974  offers  an  appropriate  milestone  year  for 
measuring  the  current  status  of  pension  plans  and  the 
progress  that  has  been  made  to  date. 

Single  copies  of  the  above  publications  are  avail¬ 
able  for  official  use  from  the  Publications  Staff,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Research  and  Statistics,  Social  Security  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Room  1120,  1875  Connecticut  Ave., 
N.W.  Washington.  D.C.  20009.  (ROBERT  E.  ROBIN¬ 
SON,  SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION,  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  HEALTH.  EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE,  tele¬ 
phone  (202)  673-5576.) 

RECENT  NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 
REPORTS 

The  seventh  annual  report  of  the  National  Science 
Board,  Science  Indicators,  1974  (NSB  75-1,  $4.60  per 
copy),  has  been  submitted  to  Congress  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent.  The  report  is  part  of  a  series  of  indicators  in¬ 
tended  to  measure  and  reflect  the  strengths,  weak¬ 
nesses,  and  changing  character  of  U.S.  science.  In¬ 
dicators  relate  to  basic  research  activity  and  industrial 
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research  and  development,  scientific  and  engineering 
personnel  and  institutional  capabilities,  'productivity 
and  the  U.S.  balance  of  trade  in  high-technology 
products,  and  other  aspects  of  the  Nation’s  science 
and  engineering  activities.  A  new  major  indicator 
concerns  industrial  research  and  development  in  the 
United  States. 

Reviews  of  Data  on  Science  Resources,  No.  27, 
“Education  and  Work  Activities  of  Federal  Scientific 
and  Technical  Personnel,  January  1974”  (NSF  76- 
308,  40  cents  j)er  copy) ,  examines  the  edcational 
characteristics  of  Federal  civilian  scientists  and 
engineers,  science  and  engineering  (S/E)  support 
personnel  and  persons  holding  degrees  in  science  and 
engineering  in  non-S/E  occupations.  Additional  data 
for  Federal  scientists  and  engineers  are  shown  by 
work  activity  as  well  as  by  geographic  distribution. 

Federal  Support  to  Universities,  Colleges,  and  Se¬ 
lected  Nonprofit  Institutions,  Fiscal  Year  1974  (NSF 
76-305,  $1.80  per  copy)  is  the  ninth  in  a  series  of  an¬ 
nual  reports  to  the  President  and  Congress  on  the 
magnitude  and  characteristics  of  Federal  funding  of 
academic  research,  development,  and  other  science - 
and  nonscience -related  activities.  The  report  contains 
analyses  of  current  patterns  of  Federal  support  for 
higher  education  in  terms  of  types  of  activities,  agen¬ 
cy  sources  of  funds,  fields  of  science,  geographic 
locality,  and  institutional  dbtribution.  In  addition,  it 
provides  information  on  federally  supported  R&D  ac¬ 
tivities  at  other  selected  nonprofit  institutions.  The 
source  of  the  information  is  the  Government -wide 
data  system  maintained  by  the  National  Science 
Foundation  as  required  by  Section  3 (a)  (7)  of  the 
National  Science  Foundation  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended  in  1968. 

Preliminary  data  were  released  in  Science 
Resources  Studies  Highlights,  “Federal  Support  to 
Universities  and  Colleges  Approached  $4.5  Billion  in 
FY  1974”  (NSF  75-324) ,  October  3,  1975. 

Copies  of  the  above  reports  are  available  from  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government 
Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

Science  Resources  Studies  Highlights,  “The  Na¬ 
tion’s  Science  and  Engineering  Manpower  Resources: 
1974”  (NSF  76-312)  presents  data  from  the  Founda¬ 
tion’s  Manpower  Characteristics  System  based  on 
three  sources:  the  1973  Survey  of  Doctoral  Scientists 
and  Engineers,  the  1974  National  Survey  of  Scientists 
and  Elngineers  (National  Sample) ,  and  the  1974  Sur¬ 
vey  of  College-Educated  Men  and  Women.  Informa¬ 


tion  is  given  on  scientists  and  engineers  by  sex,  race, 
age,  highest  degree  held,  and  employment  status,  by 
field,  primary  work  activity,  and  type  of  employer. 

Copies  of  the  Science  Resources  Studies  Highlights 
are  available  gpratis  upon  request  from  the  Division  of 
Science  Resources  Studies,  National  Science  Founda¬ 
tion,  1800  G  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20550. 
(Charles  E.  Falk,  division  of  science  resources 

STUDIES,  NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION,  telephone 
(202)  282-7714.) 

RECENT  VITAL  AND  HEALTH  STATISTICS 
REPORTS 

Described  below  are  some  of  the  reports  published 
recently  by  the  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics 
in  the  vital  and  health  statistics  series.  Copies  of  these 
reports  may  be  purchased  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20402.  When  ordering,  please  include 
the  DHEW  publication  number. 

Series  1  (Programs  and  collection  procedures) : 

Development  of  the  National  Inventory  of  Family 
Planning  Services,  United  States  (No.  12,  DHEW 
Publication  No.  (HRA)  76-1312,  43  pp.,  $1.25)  con¬ 
tains  a  description  of  the  development  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Inventory  of  Family  Planning  Services,  which  is 
the  first  comprehensive  listing  of  all  family  planning 
service  sites  in  the  United  States.  The  report  describes 
the  procedures,  response,  and  results  of  its  first  an¬ 
nual  survey  conducted  in  1974. 

Series  2  (Data  evaluation  and  methods  research)  : 

Comparability  of  Mortality  Statistics  for  the  Sev¬ 
enth  and  Eighth  Revisions  of  the  International  Classi¬ 
fication  of  Diseases,  United  States  (No.  66,  DHEW 
Publication  No.  (HRA)  76-1340,  93  pp.,  $2.10) 
analyzes  the  principal  changes  which  occured  in  the 
classification  and  coding  of  the  15  leading  causes  of 
death  and  their  major  components  due  to  the  transi¬ 
tion  from  the  Seventh  to  the  Eighth  Revision  of  the 
International  Classification  of  Diseases. 

Series  10  (Data  from  the  Health  Interview  Survey) : 

Blood  Donor  Characteristics  and  Types  of  Blood 
Donations,  United  States,  1973  (No.  106,  DHEW 
Publication  No.  (HRA)  76-1533,  71  pp.,  $1.35)  con¬ 
tains  data  on  porsons  giving  blood  and  volume  of 
donations  by  sex,  age,  color,  family  income,  educa¬ 
tion,  geographic  region,  place  of  residence,  labor 
force  status,  occupation,  veteran  status,  and  selected 
health  indexes.  The  rep>ort  is  based  on  data  collected 
in  health  interviews  during  1973. 
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Differentials  in  Health  Characteristics  by  Marital 
Status,  United  States,  1971-1972  (No.  104,  DHEW 
Publication  No.  (HRA)  76-1531,  75  pp.,  $1.40)  is 
the  first  report  from  the  Health  interview  Survey  to 
deal  specifically  with  marital  status  as  it  relates  to 
various  measures  of  illness  and  medical  care  utiliza¬ 
tion.  Marital  status  is  classified  into  three  groups  for 
all  persons  17  years  of  age  and  over;  married,  for¬ 
merly  married  (widowed,  separated,  or  divorced), 
and  never  married.  Data  collected  during  the  inter¬ 
views  provided  statistics  on  restricted  activity  days, 
chronic  limitations  of  activity,  acute  conditions, 
physician  visits,  and  hospital  episodes  by  age,  sex, 
color,  family  income,  and  family  size. 

Series  IS  (Data  from  the  Hospital  Discharge  Survey)  : 

The  National  Ambulatory  Medical  Care  Survey: 
1973  Summary,  United  States,  May  1973-April  1974) 
(No.  21,  DHEW  Publication  No.  (HRA)  76-1772, 
65  pp.,  $1.70)  presents  data  on  the  utilization  of 
office -based  physicians  by  ambulatory  patients  based 
on  data  provided  by  physicians  in  the  1973  National 
Ambulatory  Medical  Care  Survey.  The  number  df  of¬ 
fice  visits  and  annual  rate  of  office  visits  are  shown  by 
physicians’  specialty,  type  of  practice,  and  geographic 
location,  and  by  the  patient’s  age,  sex,  and  race.  Also 
shown  are  the  number  of  office  visits  by  patients’ 
medical  problems,  and  physicians/diagnoses,  treat¬ 
ment,  and  disposition  decisions. 

BUSINESS  INCOME  TAX  RETURNS.  1972 

The  Internal  Revenue  Service  has  recently  released 
the  complete  report.  Statistics  of  Income— 1972, 
Business  Income  Tax  Returns  with  accounting  peri¬ 
ods  ending  July  1972  through  June  1973.  The  report 
presents  financial  and  economic  data  primarily  from 
the  returns  of  proprietorships  and  partnerships,  and 
with  some  data  also  included  from  the  returns  of  cor¬ 
porations.  Data  classified  by  industry  and  business 
size  are  shown  for  the  three  forms  of  business  orga¬ 
nization  and  separately  for  Small  Business  Corpora¬ 
tions  electing  to  be  taxed  through  their  shareholders. 


S[>ecial  topics  for  the  1972  report  include  proprie¬ 
tors  with  depreciable  property  and  partnerships  clas¬ 
sified  by  number  of  partners.  State  data  are  included 
for  both  proprietorships  and  partnerships.  Industry 
data  for  proprietors  and  partnerships  reflect  the  clas¬ 
sification  criteria  established  by  the  revised  1972 
Standard  Industrial  Classification  Manual  (SIC).  A 
comparison  of  the  SIC  and  Statistics  of  Income  in¬ 
dustry  groupings  for  1971  and  1972  is  shown. 

Copies  of  the  254-page  report  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Gov¬ 
ernment  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402, 
for  $4.70.  (E.  John  DiPaolo,  internal  revenue 
SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY,  telephone 
(202)  964-4986.) 


EDUCATION  DIRECTORY-COLLEGES  AND 
UNIVERSITIES,  1975-76 

In  April  the  National  Center  for  Education  Statis¬ 
tics  published  its  latest  directory  of  higher  education 
institutions  entitled  Education  Directory  —  Colleges 
and  Universities,  1973-76.  It  covers  the  universe  of 
3,055  institutions  and  branches  that  meet  the  criteria 
established  by  the  Office  of  Education.  The  descrip¬ 
tion  of  each  institution  includes  size  of  enrollment, 
level  of  offerings,  types  of  programs,  names  of  prin¬ 
cipal  administrators  and  their  functions.  Federal  In¬ 
teragency  Committee  on  Education  (FICE)  identifi¬ 
cation  code,  undergraduate  tuition  and  required  fees, 
etc.  In  addition,  10  summary  tables  are  provided.  A 
limited  number  of  copies  are  available  for  free  distri¬ 
bution.  Additional  copies  may  be  purchased  from  the 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office  for  $7.70,  Stock 
Number  017-080-01513-7.  To  order  the  data  on  mag¬ 
netic  computer  tape,  write  to  Robert  Heintze,  Na¬ 
tional  Center  for  Education  Statistics,  Room  3061, 
400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202.  (O.  Jean  Brandes,  national  center  for 

EDUCATION  STATISTICS.  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE,  telephone  (202) 
245-8812.) 
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NEW  REPORTING  PLANS  AND  FORMS 


The  following  listing  gives  brief  descriptions  of  a 
selected  group  of  new  reporting  plans  and  forms  ap¬ 
proved  between  July  16  and  August  1 1  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Reports  Act.  The  description  refers  to  surveys 
and  data  collection  programs  which  are  just  being 
started  or  are  soon  to  be  started  so  results  are  not  yet 
available. 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Agricultural  Research  Service 

Nationwide  Survey  of  Household  Food  Consump¬ 
tion  and  Food  Intake  of  Individuals  (singletime)  —  A 
request  for  proposals  has  been  issued  for  a  plan  to  up¬ 
date  the  household  food  consumption  information  of 
ARS.  Objectives  are  to  determine  the  kind,  amount 
and  money  value  of  food  consumed  by  different  popu¬ 
lation  groups,  the  practices  of  families  in  the  purchase 
and  use  of  specific  foods,  and  the  nutritive  content  of 


foods,  and  the  nutritive  content  of  foods  consumed. 
Data  collection  should  be  completed  by  about  mid- 
1978,  with  publication  beginning  soon  after.  (For  fur¬ 
ther  information:  ROBERT  RlZEK,  AGRICULTURAL 
RESEARCH  SERVICE.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE, 
(301)  436-8457). 

Farmer  Cooperative  Service 

An  Assessment  of  Corporate  Involvement  in 
Agricultural  Cooperatives  in  the  U.S.  (singletime)  — 
The  Capper- Volstead  Act  (1922)  is  being  challenged 
by  both  public  and  private  interests.  One  of  the  con¬ 
cerns  is  that  farmer  cooperatives  may  be  increasingly 
influenced  by  large  non-farm  corpK>rations.  This  study 
sets  out  to  determine  the  process  used  by  cooperatives 
to  conduct  its  business  and  the  extent  to  which  pri¬ 
marily  non -farm  corporations  are  involved  in  that 
process.  (For  further  information:  CLEMENT  E. 
Ward,  farmer  cooperative  service,  depart¬ 
ment  OF  AGRICULTURE  (202)  447-8899.) 


OTHER  REPORTING  PLANS  AND  FORMS 


Shown  below,  by  agency,  is  a  list  of  new  forms  ap¬ 
proved  between  July  16  and  August  11  excluding  those 
described  above.  Questions  or  requests  for  additional 
information  about  any  of  the  forms  listed  below  should 
be  addressed  in  writing  to  Marsha  Traynham,  Statisti¬ 
cal  Policy  Division,  Office  of  Management  and  Budg¬ 
et,  Washington,  D.C.  20503.  Your  comments  on  the 
usefulness  of  this  feature  will  be  welcomed . 

During  July  approximately  238  forms  reached  their 
expiration  dates  and  are  no  longer  approved  for  use. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Standards  for  Approval  of  Warehouses  for  Cotton  or  Cot¬ 
ton  Linters 
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Day  Care  Requirements  for  Non-Licensed  Institutions 
(Child  Care  Food  Program) 

Oilseeds  and  Products  Program  Evaluation 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Reconciliation  Questionnaire  for  Household  Roster’s 
Check  1976  Census  of  Travis  County,  Texas 
Reconciliation  Record  1976  Data  Collection  Unit  Test 
(Part  of  1980  Decennial  Census) 

Advance  Letter  to  “Special  Places”  — 1976  Census  of 
Camden,  New  Jersey  (1980  Census  Pretest) 

Privacy  and  Confidentiality  Opinion  and  Objective 
Surveys 

Enumerator  Callback  Record  — 1976  Census  of  Camden, 
New  Jersey  (Part  of  1980  Decennial  Census) 

Current  Service  Trade  Report 

Business  and  Professional  Classification  Report 

Statistical  Reporter 


Current  Trade  Report 

National  Content  Test,  Content  Reinterview  Schedule, 
Supplemenu  (2)  and  Flashcard 
Survey  of  Registration  and  Voting  Questionnaire 
Survey  of  Registration  and  Voting  Records  Check 
Special  Enumeration  of  Navajo  Reservation  Enumeration 
Book 

Current  Retail  Sales  and  Credit  Report 
Industrial  Solar  Air  Conditioning  Survey  for  Puerto  Rico 
Project 

Technical  Assistance  Implementation  Inquiry 
Employment  Data  of  Recipient  or  Other  Party  Connected 
With  Economic  Development  Administration  Assist¬ 
ance  ('Preapproach’  Data  Before  Oiuite  Compliance 
Review) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Electrical  Energy  Consumption :  Survey  of  Selected 
Civilian  Housing 

Request  for  Assignment  of  Federal  Supply  Code  for 
Manufacturer /Contractor 
Profile  — Ammunition  Production  Base 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 

WELFARE 

Performance  and  Financial  Report  for  the  Indochina 
Refugee  Assistance  Elementary  and  Secondary  Pro¬ 
gram 

Report  for  Determining  Final  Payment  Pursuant  to  Title 
1  of  Public  Law  81-874 
Immunization  Assistance  Project  Grants 
Questionnaire  for  Assessment  of  Measurement  Tech¬ 
niques  for  Pesticide  Human  Effects 
Device  Establishment  Registration 
Hospital  Accounting  Questionnaire 
Longitudinal  Evaluation  of  the  Nutrition  Program 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Lease  Bid  Competitive  Oil  and  Gas  and  Geothermal 
Resources 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Application  for  Permit  to  Import  Controlled  Substances 
for  Domestic  and/or  Scientific  Purposes 
Application  for  Registration  and  Renewal  (Type  A) 
Application  for  Registration  and  Renewal  (Narcotic 
Treatment) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Questionnaire  for  Producers  of  Plant  Hangers 
Analyzing  the  Impact  of  Mandatory  Registration  on  U.S. 
Employment  Service  Performance 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Private  Aids  to  Navigation  Application 
Airport  Financial  Statement  and  Related  Instructions 
Regarding  Terminal  Area  Financial  Data 
Motor  Carriers  of  General  Frieght  That  Are  Not  Members 
of  Rate  Bureaus 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Drawback  Notice 
Small  Dollar  Coin  Interview  Guide 
Office  of  Industrial  Economics  Ferrous  Metals  Industry 
Survey 

ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Application  for  Loan  Guaranty  (Geothermal  Projects) 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Application  for  Permit  To  Discharge  Municipal  or  Indus¬ 
trial  Waste  to  Waters  in  Aquaculture  Project  Areas 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET 

GET  A  Block  Grant  Interview  Guide 
CDBG  Block  Grant  Interview  Guide 
LEAA  Block  Grant  Interview  Guide 
Questionnaires:  Survey  and  Evaluation  of  OMB  Circular 
No.  A-95 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Household  Questionnaire 

RAILOAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD 
Employee  — Employer  Statement  of  Pay  Rate 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Business  Loan  Application 
Business  Development  Program 

UNITED  STATES  INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

Importers’  Questionnaire  — Certain  Zoris 
Producers'  Questionnaire  — Certain  Zoris 
Plant  Hangers  —  Importers’  Questionnaire 
Plant  Hangers  —  Producers’  Questionnaire 
Plant  Hangers  —  Purchasers'  Questionnaire 

NATIONAL  ACADEMY  OF  SCIENCES 

Questionnaire  for  Former  Full-Time  VA  Physicians 
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SCHEDULE  OF  RELEASE  DATES  FOR 
PRINCIPAL  FEDERAL  ECONOMIC  INDICATORS 


October  1976 


Release  dates  scheduled  by  agencies  responsible  for 
the  principal  economic  indicators  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  are  gfiven  below.  These  are  target  dates  that 
will  be  met  in  the  majority  of  cases.  Occasionally  agen¬ 
cies  may  be  able  to  release  data  a  day  or  so  earlier  or 
may  be  forced  by  unavoidable  compilation  problems 
to  release  a  report  one  or  more  days  later. 

A  similar  schedule  will  be  shown  here  each  month 


covering  release  dates  for  the  following  month.  The 
indicators  are  identified  by  the  title  of  the  releases  in 
which  they  are  included;  the  source  agency:  the  re¬ 
lease  identification  number  where  applicable ;  and  the 
Business  Conditions  Digest  series  numbers  for  all  BCD 
series  included,  shown  in  parentheses.  Release  date  in¬ 
formation  for  additional  series  can  be  found  in  publi¬ 
cations  of  the  sponsoring  agencies. 


(Any  inquiries  about  these  series  should  be  directed  to  the  issuing  agency.) 
Date  Subject  Data  For 
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October  1 

1 

5 

5 

6 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

8 

12 

13 


Manufacturers’  Shipments,  Inventories,  and  Orders,  Census, 

M3-1  (20,  65,  852) . August 

Construction  Expenditures  (Press  release) ,  Census, 

C-30  (69)  . August 

Open  Market  Money  Rates  and  Bond  Prices,  Federal 

Reserve  Board  (FRB)  G.13 . October  2 

Manufacturers’  Export  Sales  and  Orders,  Census, 

M4-A  (506) . August 

Condition  Report  of  Large  Commercial  Banks,  FRB, 

H.4.2  (72) . Week  Ending  September  29 

Money  Stock  Measures,  FRB,  H.6(85,  102, 

103) . Week  Ending  September  29 

Factors  Affecting  Bank  Reserves  and  Condition  Statement  of  Federal 

Reserve  Banks,  FRB,  H.4.1  (93) . Week  Ending  October  6 

Consumer  Credit,  FRB,  G.19  (66,  113) . August 

Monthly  V/holesale  Trade  (Press  release) ,  Census,  BW . August 

Wholesale  Price  Index  (Press  release) ,  Bureau  of  Labor 

Statistics  (BLS),  (55,  58,  750,  751,  752) . September 

The  Elmployment  Situation  (Press  release) ,  BLS  (1,  21, 

40,  41,  42,  43,  44,  740,  841-848) . September 

Advance  Monthly  Retail  Sales  (Press  release) ,  Census 

(54) . September 

Condition  Report  of  Large  Commercial  Banks,  FRB,  H.4.2 

(72) . Week  Ending  October  6 

Statistical  Reporter 


Date 


Subject 


Data  For 


October 


September  1976 


14  Money  Stock  Measures,  FRB,  H.6  (85,  102, 

103 . Week  Ending  October  6 

14  Factors  Affecting  Bank  Reserves  and  Condition  Statement  of 

Federal  Reserve  Banks,  FRB,  H.4.1  (93)  .  .  .  Week  Ending  October  13 

15  Industrial  Production  and  Related  Data,  FRB, 

G. 12.3  (47,  853)  . September 

15  Manufacturing  and  Trade :  Inventories  and  Sales,  Bureau 

of  Economic  Analysis  (BEA)  (31,  56,  71,  851) . August 

15  Personal  Income,  BEA  (52,  53) . September 

18  Yields  on  FHA  Insured  New  Home  30-Year  Mortgages, 

HUD  (118) . October  1 

19  Gross  National  Product  (Preliminary), 

Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis  (BEA)  (200,  205) .  3Q’76 

19  Housing  Starts  (Press  release)  Census,  C-20 

(28,  29) . September 

20  Capacity  Utilization  in  Manufacturing,  FRB, 

E.5  (850) .  3Q.’76 

20  Condition  Report  of  Large  Commercial  Banks,  FRB,  H.4.2 

(72) . Week  Ending  October  13 

21  Money  Stock  Measures,  FRB,  H.6  (85,  102, 

103) . Week  Binding  October  13 

21  Factors  Affecting  Bank  Reserves  and  Condition  Statement  of  Federal 

Reserve  Banks,  FRB,  H.4.1  (93) . Week  Ending  October  20 

21  Consumer  Price  Index  (Press  release) ,  BLS 

(781,  782,  783,  784) . September 

21  Real  Earnings  (Press  release) ,  BLS  (741,  859) . September 

21  Advance  Report  on  Durable  Goods,  Manufacturers’ 

Shipments  and  Orders  (Press  release) ,  Census,  M3-1, 

(6,  24,  25,  96,  647,  648) . September 

22  Major  Collective  Bargaining  Settlements  (Press  release ) , 

BLS  (748) .  3Q.’76 

27  Average  Yields  of  Long-Term  Bonds,  Treasury 

Bulletin  (115,116) . October 

27  Productivity  and  Costs  in  Private  Economy 

(Press  release) ,  BLS . 3Q’76 

27  Condition  Report  of  Large  Commercial  Banks,  FRB, 

H, 4.2  (72) . Week  Ending  October  20 

28  Money  Stock  Measures,  FRB,  H.6  (85,  102, 

103) . Week  Ending  October  20 

28  Factors  Affecting  Bank  Reserves  and  Condition  Statement 
of  Federal  Reserve  Banks,  FRB,  H.4.1 

(93) . Week  Ending  October  27 

28  Merchandise  Trade  Balance,  Balance  of  Payments  Basis,  BEA, 

(536,537) .  3Q.’76 

28  Export  and  Import  Merchandise  Trade,  Census,  FT-900 

500,  502,  512) . September 
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Dale 


Subject 


Data  For 


October  28  Housing  Vacancies  (Pressrelease),  Census,  H-1 11  (857) .  3Q’76 

29  Work  Stoppages  (Press  release) ,  BLS . September 

29  Labor  Turnover  in  Manufacturing  (Press  release) , 

BLS  (2,  3) . September 

29  Advance  Business  Conditions  Digest,  BE  A, 

(12,  33,  69,  813,  817)  . August 

(5,  10,  17,  45,  59,  62,  810,  811,  814,  815,  816, 

820,  825,  830,  853,  860) . September 

29  Food  Assistance  Programs  Results 

(Agfriculture) . September 

29  Agricultural  Prices  (Agriculture) . mid-October 


PERSONNEL  NOTES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Statistical  Reporting  Service:  Richard  P.  Small,  for¬ 
merly  Departmental  Clearance  Officer,  has  been  appointed 
Statistician -in -Charge  of  the  Florida  State  Statistical  Office. 
His  replacement  is  DONALO  W.  Barrowman,  who  has  been 
Chief,  Prices  and  Labor  Branch  in  the  Estimates  Division. 
The  new  Chief  of  the  Prices  and  Labor  Branch  is  James  L. 
Olson,  formerly  Assistant  Administrator. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Censtts:  ROBERT  P.  STEPHENS  is  designated 
Acting  Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Oflicer  during  the 
absence  of  Russell  Valentine,  who  has  accepted  an  assign¬ 
ment  to  the  Field  Division  in  connection  with  the  1980 
Decennial  Pretest  being  conducted  in  Camden,  New  Jersey. 

Kurt  L.  G.  Leg  ait  has  been  designated  Chief,  Data 
Processing  Systems  Branch,  Data  Preparation  Division. 

The  following  changes  in  staff  assignments  have  been 
made  within  the  Demographic  Surveys  Division:  JOHN  C. 
Cannon  is  designated  Chief,  Travel  Surveys  Branch;  KEN¬ 
NETH  D.  Kaplan  is  designated  Chief,  Special  Projects  and 
Surveys  Programming  Branch;  Lowell  T.  Wrucke  is  des¬ 
ignated  Chief,  Current  Population  Surveys  Programming 
Branch;  and  Robert  G.  Munsey  is  designated  Chief,  In¬ 
come  Surveys  Programming  Branch. 

The  International  Statutical  Programs  Center  reports  the 
following  changes  in  its  overseas  advisory  staff :  Assigned  to 
the  Central  Department  of  Statistics,  Riyadh,  Saudi  Arabia, 
under  the  auspices  of  the  U.S. -Saudi  Arabian  Joint  Eco¬ 
nomic  Commission  are  the  following:  James  Aanestad  as 
Economic  Census  and  Surveys  Adviser,  Robert  J.  Casady 


as  Statistical  Sampling  Adviser,  Michael  McElroy  as 
Labor  Force  Statistics  Adviser,  WILLIAM  O’Leary  as  Statis¬ 
tical  Training  Adviser,  Michael  Guerriero  as  Public  Ad¬ 
ministration  Adviser,  Ross  E.  Vaughn  as  Census  and 
Survey  Geography  Mapping  Adviser,  and  Donald  Wood 
as  Price  Statistics  Adviser. 

Assigned  to  the  National  Computer  Center,  Central 
Department  of  Statistics,  Riyadh,  Saudi  Arabia  are  JOSEPH 
Maddux  and  Robert  Peura  as  Systems  Analysts,  Leroy 
Schulz  as  Data  Processing  Training  Adviser,  and  John  I. 
Quebedeaux  as  Senior  Programmer. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

National  Center  for  Health  Statistics:  James  T.  Baird, 
Jr.  has  been  named  Special  Assistant  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  International  Statistics.  He  was  formerly  with  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration.  JACOB  J.  FELDMAN  has  been 
named  Associate  Director,  Division  of  Analysis.  He  was  for¬ 
merly  with  the  School  of  Public  Health,  Harvard  University. 
Peter  L.  Hurley  is  now  Associate  Director,  Division  of 
Operations.  He  was  formerly  Deputy  Director,  Division  of 
Health  Resource  Statistics.  Robert  Allen  Israel  has  been 
named  Deputy  Director,  NCHS.  Previously,  he  was  Associ¬ 
ate  Director  for  the  Division  of  Operations.  Anders  S. 
Lunde  is  now  Director,  Office  of  International  Statistics.  He 
was  formerly  Director,  Office  of  State  Services. 

RETIREMENT 

Noah  Sherman,  Special  Assistant  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  International  Statistics,  National  Center  for  Health  Sta¬ 
tistics  retired  on  June  30. 


For  sale  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.D.  20402. 
Price  85  cents  (single  copy) .  Subscription  Price; $9.70  domestic  postpaid;  $3.30  additional  foreign  mailing. 
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Statistical  Reporter 


AGENCY  REPRESENTATIVES  FOR  DISTRIBUTION 
AND  NEWS  ITEMS 


Telephone 

Agriculture: 

Donald  W.  Barrowman 

Statistical  Reporting  Service 

447-6201 

Commerce : 

John  Wearmouth  (distribution 

only) 

Office  of  Publications 

337-4233 

Alternate:  Tim  Coss 

377-4233 

Census: 

Harold  Nisselson 

763-2462 

Larry  Hartke  (news  items) 

763-7454 

BEA: 

Ago  Ambre 

523-0777 

Ann  Winkler  (personnel  notes) 

523-0890 

Defense: 

Rose  Glubin,  OSD  Comptroller 

0X7-0476 

HEW: 

Richard  Simonson,  Office  of  Sec 

245-6412 

PHS: 

Gooloo  Wunderlich,  OAS 

for  Health 

Louise  Kirby,  NCHS 

443-2660 

(news  items) 

Evelyn  W.  Gordon, 

443-1202 

Food  and  Drug 

443-4190 

NCES: 

0.  Jean  Brandes 

245-8812 

SSA: 

John  J.  Carroll,  Asst  Comsnr 
for  Research  &  Statistics 

(news  items) 

Robert  Robinson,  ORS 

673-5602 

(distribution) 

673-5576 

HUD: 

Douglas  C.  Brooks 

755-9086 

Alternate:  Robert  E. Ryan 

755  5190 

IASI: 

Susana  Moncayo 

381-8285 

Interior: 

William  L.  Kendig  (distribution)  343-2195 
Office  of  Management 

Consulting 

Arthur  Berger,  Bureau  of  Mines 

(news  items) 

343-8511 

Labor: 

Joan  Hall  (distribution  only) 
Office  of  the  Secretary 

961-2001 

Telephone 

Labor 

BLS: 

Henry  Lowenstern 

Constance  McEwen 

523-1327 

(news  items) 

523-1660 

ETA: 
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